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Current Topics. 


The New Junior Equity Counsel to the Treasury. 
Mer. CuHances Hengy Sarcant, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Junior Equity Counsel to the Treasury, in place of the 
late Mr. Gzorcz Lawrences. Mr. Sarcanr was called in 1882, 
and is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. We believe that the appoint- 
ment will be received with great satisfaction by the equity bar. 


The Solicitor’s Penance. 

We 1xaRwn from one of the daily journals that Mr. Justice 
Bray having (possibly by an oversight) omitted to prescribe for the 
offending solicitor, to whose case we referred last week, a i 
expedition to twelve different places with twelve unboiled peas 
in his boots (corresponding to the number of jurymen to be 
* waited upon’’), the solicitor, carrying his bag of coin, had quite 
a pleasant little tour of four and a-half hours in a taximeter cab, 
through the fresh spring air, to Tottenham, Harriogay, Ealiag, 
Teddington, and Twickenham. He no doubt returned with much 
additional information as to the scenery of those somewhat remote 
localities, and the manners and customs of the jurymen among whom 
he distributed his shillings. He may possibly even have picked up 
among them a client or two, grateful for his ificent donation. 
True, like most delights of this nature, the outing had to be paid 
for; and it is stated to have cost the solicitor the sum of 
£2 7s. 6d. to pay over 12s. We remark yet another omission on 
the part of the learned judge in *‘ making it as disagreeable as he 
could for the solicitor.” He might have ordered him, previously 
to payment of each shilling, to ring it twelve several times on a 
table or other convenient place in the presence of the juryman, so 
as to convince him that it was genuine coin of the realm. Still, 
we must bear in mind that a learned judge, no less than a solicitor, 
is liable to oversights. , 


Estate Duty on Property of Foreigners. 
THE Decision of the Court of Appeal in Winans v. Rez (1908, 
1 K. B. 1022) shews that the estate duty resembles the former 
probate duty in being on situate in 
this country of persons who at their death are abroad, 
This was settled as duty by Attorney-General v. 
. 171), where it was 
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foreign Governments, transferable by delivery, and actually in this 
country, were property situate here, so that if their owner, 
though domiciled abroad, died here, probate duty was payable. 
On the other hand, a different construction has been placed on the 
Legacy and Succession Duty Acts, and these duties are not 
chargeable in respect of property passing on the death of a person 
not domiciled in this country: Wallace vy. Attorney-General 
(L. R. 1 Ch. 1). It was open, therefore, to argument whether estate 
uuty was to follow the rule established for probate duty or that 
for succession and legacy duties, and the Court of Appeal, guided 
by the language of sections 1 and 2 (2) of the Finance 
Act, 1894, have held that it follows the former rule. 
‘the language of section 1 is perfectly general, Estate duty 
is to be Tovied on all property, real or personal, which 
passes on death. Then section 2 proceeds to define what the 
general language of section 1 shall be deemed to include. Nothing 
is said specifically as to property situate in the United Kingdom, 
but sub-section 2 provides with respect to property situate out of 
the United Kingdom that it shall be included only if it is liable 
to legacy or succession duty, and it would be so liable if the 
owner was domiciled in the United Kingdom. But this special 
provision with respect to property abroad leaves it to be inferred 
that all property situate in this country is within the general 
words of section 1, whether legacy or succession duty would be 
chargeable or not, and it is liable to estate duty even though 
the owner had not his domicil here at the time of his death. 
Inasmuch, therefore, as, in accordance with Attorney-General v. 
Bouwens (supra), bearer bonds of foreign Governments physically 
in this country are situate here, they attract ‘estate duty, notwith- 
standing that their owner, at his death in this country, was 
domiciled ubroad. This result, which approved the decision of 
Paiiiimor:, J., in Attorney-General vy. Glendining (92 L. T. 87), 
meant a gain of £130,000 to the revenue. 


The Re-issue of Debentures. 


Tue caste of Re New London and Suburban Omnibus Co. 
(1908, 1 Ch. 621), before Nevixue, J., appears to be the first 
decision upon section 15 of the Companies Act, 1907, and it 
shews that that section not only protects debentures which have 
been re-issued, but that when the charge securing the debentures 
was created before 1901, the re-issued debentures are exempt from 
the requirements of registration. Section 15 was passed to obviate 
the inconvenience caused by the decision in Re George Routledge 
§ Sons (1904, 2 Ch, 474) that a debenture was necessarily at an 
end when it was purchased or redeemed by the company. It came 
into operation immediately on the passing of the Act (the 28th of 
August, 1907), and it was retrospective. It provided that, save 
where the debenture had been redeemed by the company in pursuance 
of an obligation to the holder of the debenture for the time being, as 
opposed to an obligation to the first holder, the company was to be 
deemed always to have had power to keep the debentures alive 
for the purpose of re-issue, and this might have been done either 
by re-issuing the same debentures, or by issuing other debentures 
in their place. In the present case a debenture trust deed had 
been executed in 1898, three years before the Act of 1900 came 
into operation, and debentures had within a few days been issued 
under it. Seven of these, for £100 each, were purchased by 
the company in 1902, and, after an intermediate deposit with 
a bank, were cancelled in 1905, and a single debenture for 
£700 was issued to a new holder to secure a cash advance. This 
was not registered under section 14 of the Act of 1900. Until the 
Passing of the Act of 1907 the new holder’s security would have 

valueless, but that Act validated it, and in so doing conferred 
upon it the same benefits as regards freedom from registration as 
were enjoyed by the original debentures. Legistration is only 
mecessary in cases where the charge for securing the issue of 
debentures is created after the Ist of January, 1901, when the 
Act of 1900 came into operation. Where there is no trust deed, 
the. charge is created when the debentures are sealed, not when 
the money is advanced and they are issued (Re Spiral Globe 
(Limited) (No. 2), 1902, 2 Ch. 209); and in the present case, 
Nxvitxe, J., following the same principle, held that, where there 
is a trust deed, the charge is created on the execution of the deed. 


Consequently the charge in favour of the holder of thé @ebentité | which he has not chosen to make himself. 


for £700 was-created in 1898, although his £700 was not dd-| case when, as in Re Whaley, the articles formed a part of the . 








vaneed till 1905, and, in the result, his debenture was both 
validated by the Act of 1907 and was exempt from registration. 
It seems that the law as to debentures may still have interesting 
questions, and not improbably some surprises, in store. 


Money-lenders and Order 14. 

Tue pecrsion of the Court of Appeal in Lazarus v. Smith 
(ante, p. 481) varies the practice which has prevailed as to 
signing judgment under order 14 in money-lenders’ cases, and 
allows judgment to be signed only for the amount of principal 
admitted to be due, leaving the whole question of interest to be 
settled at the trial. It is assumed, of course, that the defendant 
relies on the Money-lenders Act, 1900, and raises the defence that 
the interest is excessive. Hitherto it appears to have been the 
practice to allow the plaintiff to sign judgment for the principal 
admitted to be due with interest at the rate of £5 per cent. per 
annum, and countenance has been given to this by the case of 
Wells v. Allott (53 W. R. 195; 1904, 2 K. B. 842). There £150 
had been advanced, in three successive sums of £50, and £140 
had been repaid. The plaintiff claimed £70, which included, 
consequently, a large sum for interest. The master made an order 
allowing the plaintiff to sign judgment for £10, and for interest 
at £5 per cent. on the three loans. This was set aside by 
PartiimMore, J., who, considering that the case was not one for 
a defence under the Act, allowed judgment to be signed for the 
whole amount claimed. The learned judge’s order in turn was 
reversed by the Court of Appeal, upon the ground that the 
question whether the interest was excessive could not be dealt 
with at chambers, but must go for trial, and since the defendant 
was’ willing to submit to the order made by the master, this was 
restored.: ~ Under’ the. circumstances it was not necessary to 
consider whether that order could be supported in its entirety, 
and it now appears that, so far as it gave any interest 
at all, it.was erroneous. Under ord. 14, r. 4, where any part 
of the plaintiff's claim is admitted, he is entitled to 
summary judgment for that part, and the defendant may have 
leave to defend as to the rest. Tnis applies to a money-lender’s 
claim as much as to any other, and when the figures as to the 
advance and repayment are admitted, and it is clear how much is 
owing for principal, he is entitled to sign judgment for the 
amount. But if the defence is raised that the interest is excessive, 
it is not competent for the plaintiff to claim that at least £5 per 
cent. is due and to sign judgment for that. If the interest has to 
be reviewed at all, it must be reviewed in its entirety, and judgment 
under order 14 can be signed only for the principal. Consequently, 
the practice of giving the plaintiff summary judgment for the 
principal sum admitted to be due, and interest at 5 per cent. 
is—so it has been held in Lazarus vy. Smith—wrong, and is not to 
be followed. 


Tapestry as a Fixture. 


Few srancues of the law contain more subtleties than the 
law of fixtures, and to a large extent this is due to the varying 
views taken by the court as to the removability of specific objects 
according to the relations of the parties interested. ‘‘ As between 
landlord and tenant,” said Carrry, J., in Norton v. Dashwood 
(1896, 2 Ch. 497), “the claim of the tenant to remove fixtures set 
up by himself is the most favoured; as between tenant for life 
and remainderman, the claim of the tenant for life to remove 
fixtures set up by himself is less favoured; and as between 
executor and heir, where both claim under the same owner, the 
claim of the executor to remove fixtures set up by the owner is 
still less favoured.” And, as was held in that case, a devisee 
stands in the same position as an heir, and the executor, or 
legatee, will with difficulty make out a case for the removal, as 
against the devisee of a house, of articles which the testatdr has 
himself treated as part of the house. This is illustrated by the 
recent case of He Whaley (1908, 1 Ch, 615), and the reason 
which underlies the distinction was stated by Nevitir, J. Both 
the tenant for years and the tenant for life require protection on 
account of the limited nature of their interests. In the case of 
an owner in fee no such consideration arises, and upon his death 


; there is no reason for the law to effect a severance of fixtures 
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scheme of decoration of the house when the testator bought it, 
and have been kept intact by him. In that ease the testator 
had purchased a house, the dining-room of which had been 
designed and decorated as an Elizabethan apartment. Part of the 
decorations consisted of panels of tapestry. In regard to the 
tapestry and the mode of its annexation the case was similar to 
Leigh v. Taylor (1902, A. C. 157), but there the question arose 
between the executors of a tenant for life and the remainderman, 
and the House of Lords, affirming the Court of Appeal (see the 
case there sub nom. Re De Falbe, 1901, .1 Ch. 528), decided in 
favour of the executors. The tapestry was but slightly attached 
to the freehold, and it was attached, not for the permanent im- 
provement of the house, but for its better enjoyment as a chattel. 
In the present case the testator had bequeathed to his wife all 
the furniture and chattels in the house, and had devised the 
house upon trust. Since the question arose between the legatee 
and the devisees, Nevitte, J., held that he was not bound to 
apply Leigh v. Taylor, but that, in the absence of any direétions 
as to severance by the testator, he might treat the tapestry as 
part of the house, and this conclusion’ was assisted by the 
manner in which the house and tapestry had been acquired and 
used by the testator. 


The Workmen’s. Compensation Act. 


A case decided this week in a northern county court under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act draws attention to. one or two 
points of great importance in which the Act may bear very 
heavily upon employers. The claimant was a charwoman who 
worked for a certain employer every Friday and also on alternate 
Tuesdays. Her average earnings in this capacity, as far as this 
employer was concerned, amounted to 2s. 7$d. a week, in addition 
to some food. She worked for other employers on other days of 
the week ; her total average weekly earnings apparently amounting 
to 14s. per week from all her employers. While working for 
the first-mentioned employer, she met with an accident which 
appeared at first to be of trifling importance, but blood poisoning 
supervened, and she lost the use of her right hand. She made a 
claim under the Act against the employer in whose service she 
had been injured, and was awarded a sum of 7s. a week by way 
of compensation. The first question that suggests itself is 
whether the woman comes within the Act at all? Amongst 
the few classes of workmen excluded from the benefit of the 
Act comes a person “whose employment is of a casual nature, 
and who is employed ‘otherwise than for the p of 
the employer’s trade or business.” The Court of Ap has not 
yet seriously considered the meaning of “casual employment” ; 
but (itis submitted) employment, for even an hour only, at 
regularly recurring intervals cannot be considered of a casual 
nature. And there seems to be little room for doubt that a 
charwoman, employed regularly on one fixed day in each week, is 
engaged in an employment which is not casual, and which, in 
ease of accident, will entitle her to compensation under the Act. 
Thousands of persons living in the suburbs employ a gardener for 
one day or two days in the week on regular fixed days. On the 
same principle, such gardeners are within the Act. Then comes the 
question as to the rate of compensation. In case of total inca- 
pacity, an injured workman is entitled to compensation at the rate 
of half his average weekly earnings before the accident. It is 
provided, however, that where a workman has entered into con- 
current contracts of service with several employers, working at 
one time for one and at another time for another, his average 
weekly earnings are to be computed as if his earnings under 
all such employers were earnings in the employment of the 
employer for whom he was working at the time of the 
accident, This seems quite clear and unambiguous. Hence, if a 
man worked regularly on one day of the week for each of six 
employers, receiving 5s. a day from each, and if he were injured 
while working for his Friday employer, that employer would 
have to pay him compensation at the rate of 15s. a week during 
total incapacity. Therefore, in case of accident, an employer 
may have to pay a workman compensation three times as great as 
the wages he had contracted to Pay; and in ease of regular 
employment for portion of a day only, he might have to pay much 
more than three times the agreed wages. This is, no doubt, a 
great boon to the workman, but it is a heavy burden upon the 


employer ; and to the small employer who is uninsured it may be 
disastrous. It does not appear whether an appeal is likely in the - 
case of the charwoman, but for the foregoing reasons it, is 
submitted that the award of the county court judge wasright. . - 


Nuisance From Smoke Through a Party Wall. , 


_ Nuisances from smoke are of much interest to the householders 
in large towns, and they will consider with interest the decision 
of Parkes, J.,in Jones v. Pritchard (1908, 1 Ch. 630). It was 
a case relating to a party wall. The plaintiff's house was 
originally a detached residence, but his predecessor in title, 
foreseeing that the owner of the land abutting on the western 
wall would at some time desire to erect a house thereon, 
constructed the western wall of his house with fireplaces and 
flues, useless for his own purposes, but capable of being used for 
the purposes of an adjoining house. The defendant afterwards 
proposed to build such an adjoining house and to make use of 
these fireplaces and flues, and he accordingly entered into an 
agreement with the plaintiff for the sale to the defendant of the 
western half of the plaintiff's western wall, such wall being 
treated as divided from top to bottom throughout its whole length 
by a vertical plane in the centre thereof, the intention being that 
the wall should thereafter be a party wall, owned not in undivided 
but in divided moieties. Shortly afterwards, the defendant erected 
his house in such a wey bra to — the fireplaces on his own side 
of the party wall, an them accordingly. It appeared that 
the Sie canaiend with the defendant's Shilagsdsee became 
defective in this sense, that by reason of cracks which had 
developed in the surrounding , smoke found its wa 
therefrom through the plaintiffs half of the me into his 
house, damaging the decorations and furniture. e eracks were 
caused by a subsidence in the defendant’s house, but there was 
no evidence that this subsidence was due to any negligence on 
the part of the defendant. In these circumstances the learned 
judge held that, the defendant having availed himself of his 
easement for the contemplated p without negligence or 
want of reasonable care and precaution, he was not liable. This 
decision appears, at any rate, to be a canvenient one. It wasa 
mere accident that the flue which was defective was connected - 
with a fireplace in the defendant’s house, and if either party, as a 
condition of using his own flue, were liable to keep his neighbour’s 
wall in repair, each perty would have the right from time to time to 
enter into his neighbour’s house and test the condition of the wall. 


The Rating of Unoccupied Houses. 


A ciause-in the Housing of the Working Classes Bill, brought 
in by Mr. Bowerman, proposes to introduce a wide and important 
change in the assessment of property to the rates. It enacts, in 
a few words, that from the date of the commencement of the 
new Act local authorities shall levy rates upon unoccupied, 
as upon occupied, houses and tenements. The reason given for 
an innovation which must be unwelcome to a large number of 
persons is that the rating of empty, in addition to occupied, houses 
will have the effect of reducing the rates in districts where they 
have become oppressive, the cause of this burthen being the 
excess of unoccupied 7 And it is suggested that the 
owners of empty houses habitually shut their eyes to the fact that 
the rental value of their property has gone down, decline to carry 
out alterations and repairs which make it more acceptable 
to tenants, and obstinately allow a house to remain unlet in the 
hope that, some. time or other, the rent for which they stipulate 
may be secured. Similar charges against landlerds have often 
been made by persons who, we may fairly suppose, are 
anxious to bring down the price or rent of land and houses to 
what they consider a reasonable figure. They may, we think, be 
reminded that the law does not compel the owner of stocks and 
shares to sell them in a falling market, but allows him, if he is 
able to afford the experiment, to keep his property and to wait. 
patiently fur a rise in its value. But it is quite another question 
whether the whole of the rates of a-district should be see Ba A 
those whose property is occupied, while those who are on the look 
out for tenants should make no contribution whatever. We are 
dis to think that some intermediate course might be adopted, 
and that the proprietors of empty houses should be assessed in 





respect of them in the proportion of part only of their annual 
value, 
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Sensational Reports of Criminal Cases. 

AN EXTRAORDINARY case, in which a woman, known as “ the 
ogres?,”” is charged with the murder of a child at Commercy in 
the East of France, after having been on several previous instances 
put upon her trial and acquitted on charges of a like nature, is 
attracting much attention among French legal practitioners, and 
it is suggested that the gruesome reports of similar crimes in the 
French Press exercise a fatal influence on ill-balanced minds, and 
act to some extent as sources of infection. A glance at some 
of the French daily papers will give much support to this opinion. 
On the front page of one of these papers are separate photographs 
of the bedroom in which the crime is supposed to have taken 
place; of the medical examination of the naked body of the 
child ; of a group, consisting of the father, mother, and brother 
of the child; and, lastly, of the removal of the accused person in 
the prison van. In the case of another crime which was dis- 
covered some weeks ago, a French newspaper set before its 
readers a photograph of the dissevered fragments of the body of 
a young man which had been taken out of a sack. We may 
surely inquire whether the law of all civilized countries does not 
consider such a publication as an offence against decency and 
subject to the ordinary penalties of misdemeanours. If, however, 
the general law affords no remedy, the time has surely come 
when the Legislature should intervene, supported, as we have 
little doubt it would be, by the intelligent and unprejudiced 
admirers of the liberty of the Press. 

Bodily Infirmity as a Defence to an Action on 
Promise of Marriage. 

Stupents at the commencement of their study of the English 
law of contract are often perplexed by the case of Hall v. Wright 
(1858, E. B. & E. 746), in which a majority of the Exchequer 
Chamber, in an action for breach of promise of marriage, held 
that the defendant’s plea that, after the promise, he became 
affected with lung disease to such an extent as to become in- 
capable of marriage without great danger to his life, was no 
answer to the action. The case has for many years been the sub- 
ject of comment, and it was much discussed in Liddell vy. Easton’s 
Trustees (9 F. 154), which came before the Court of Session in 
November, 1906. In that case Mr. Easton, a fortnight before 
the date fixed for his marriage, feeling that his mind was giving 
way, wrote to the father of the lady to whom he was engaged 
stating that the marriage could not take place on the date fixed. 
He was shortly afterwards certified as a lunatic, detained in an 
asylum, and died two years afterwards. The Court of Session 
held that no action was maintainable against his trustees for 
breach of his promise, and the Lord Justice Clerk expressed his 
disapproval of Hall y. Wright; giving his opinion, in which his 
colleagues concurred, that it did not turn upon any general 
principle, but upon a question of pleading. Whether the English 
courts will accept this explanation in future cases it is unneces- 
sary to predict, but we are strongly of opinion that the case can 
no longer be considered as a binding authority in the English 
courts. 


The Late Mr. Wolstenholme. 


By the death of Mr. Epwarp Parker Worstennorme, for 
many years the acknowledged head of the Conveyancing Bar, there 
has passed away not only a great conveyancer, but a man great in 
other ways—a man of statesmanlike instincts, bold and original alike 
in his legislative proposals us in the schemes he devised for clients. 
One used to hear from time to time whispers by practitioners 
of WotstenHotme’s having framed a draft “ which surely can 
never receive the sanction of the court”; but, as a matter of 
fact, the scheme was usually successful in running the gauntlet of 
the judge’s approval, and also generally worked uncommonly well. 
The truth was that he had so firm a grasp of legal principle and 
such a faculty of seeing its application to facts that he never 
hesitated to push such application to its furthest extent; often 
belying the traditional caution of the conveyancer, but conferring 
remarkuble benefit on his clients. He may well be contrasted in 
this respect with some eminent court counsel of his day who were 
accustomed to decry any scheme not fortified by decided cases, 
although right in principle, We have known an instance of 











such a counsel, in consultation at ten o’clock in the morning, 
declaring positively that the conditional agreement before him 
had not the slightest chance of receiving the sanction of the court, 
and then (rather to his surprise) obtaining, at eleven o'clock the 
same morning, the immediate approval to the scheme of the judge, 
who, with his accustomed diligence, had perused the papers 
before coming to court. Counsel of this type must have had 
many sore twinges about some of Mr. WoLsTENHOLME's schemes. 


Mr. WotstENHOLME was the only son of Mr. Epwarp 
WotsTEnHoLME, of Newberry, in the County of Kildare. He 
was, we believe, connected with the Macclesfield family, the sixth 
earl bearing the name of WotstenHoLME Parker ; his father, 
the fifth earl, having married the daughter of Mr. W. Breton- 
Wotstennotme. The relationship having turned up in the 
course of perusal of an abstract, we asked him what it was, but, 
ever the most modest and unassuming of men, he replied only “ Dis- 
tant, my dear fellow, distant.” He was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, obtained a scholarship in 1846, and was, we believe, 
thirtieth wrangler in 1847. He read with Mr. Canistre, himself 
the greatest conveyancer of his day, and we have always understood 
that Mr. Cugisti£ retained him as “ devil’’—a high testimony 
to Mr. WotstenHotme’s skill and ability at that early age. He 
was called to the bar in 1850. Naturally, work flowed in to the 
young conveyancer approved by Mr. Curistiz, and for many 
years it occupied him so completely as to prevent him from 
attempting any law-book writing, beyond editing, with Mr. 
Spencer VINCENT, an edition of Jarman on Wills. In January, 
1877, he was appointed, with general acclamation, one of the 
Conveyanciug Counsel to the Court, in succession to Mr. Lew1ry, 
and he ultimately attained the first position among conveyancers. 


In 1879 there came the chance of his life. We have recounted 
before in these columns the story, as told to the present writer by 
Mr. WotsTENHOLME, but it will bear repeating. Lord Catrys, 
then Lord Chancellor, sent for him and asked him whether a 
measure could be devised for enabling tenants for life of landed 
estates to deal with them in the same manner as would be done by 
a prudent owner in fee simple. Mr. Wo.stennoime told the 
Lord Chancellor that he thought it could be done, but that a 
measure for shortening deeds was also urgently required; and he 
was thereupon requested to submit suggestions with regard to 
both the measures. He did not linger over the task of 
preparing these suggestions, and the drafting of the Bills was 
entrusted to his relative, Mr. F. S. Reitiy (afterwards Counsel 
to the Speaker). But the instructions were not given until 
December, 1879, and it was essential that the measures 
should be introduced at the opening of the session; hence 
only two months were left for their drafting. Mr. Reiiiy 
asked Mr. WotsrenHoLme to prepare for him in draft the con- 
veyancing portions of the two Bills; these portions were put into 
Parliamentary shape by Mr. Re1tiy, and the remaining portioa 
of the Bills was drafted by him. Mr. Worstennorme wld the 
present writer that his habit while drafting the clauses was, 
during the preceding day, to carefully consider the proposals of 
a single clause or connected clauses, sleep over them, and next 
morning early draft them in bed. They were then copied out by 
his clerk, and subsequently carefully considered. The task was 
accomplished in time for the meeting of Parliament, and in 1880 
the Bills, together with the Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill, were 
introduced in the House of Lords, and were subsequently read a 
second time. Their further progress was stopped by the dissolu- 
tion of Parliament in March, 1880; but in the following year the 
Conveyancing Act and Solicitors’ Remuneration Act became law. 

In 1882 the Settled Land Bill and the Conveyancing Bill, 
1882, passed the House of Lords, and were referred to a Select 
Committee of the House of Commons in June, 1882. The sittings 
of this committee continued until the end of July in that year, 
and Mr. WoLsTENHOLME attended for eight days to explain the 
provisions of the Bills. The committee, mainly at his suggestion, 
added to the Settled Land Acts several important clauses (e.g., 
sections 21 (1), 37, and 63); and, moreover, during the sittings of 
the committee the draftsmen availed themselves of the delay to 
polish up and amend the Bills. . Ultimately the Settled Land Act 


passed into law, and both by this measure and the Conveyancing = 


Acts Mr. WoisteNHOLME laid landowners and the profession 
under a heavy debt of gratitude, It is even now scarcely appreciated 
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with how much skill and care the schemes contained in the Bills 
are worked out; but the astonishing thing is that they should 
have been done by a man in the midst of an overwhelming 
practice, and that all this anxious and difficult work should have 
been done by Mr. Wotsrennoxme without fee or reward of any 
kind. He told the present writer that, except as regards a 
trifling allowance for attending as a witness before the Parlia- 
mentary Committee, he had not received a single penny of 
remuneration. 

No sooner had the measures passed than Mr. WoLsTENHOLWE 
set to work to explain their provisions to the profession in his 
admirable handbook (now in its ninth edition). The preparation 
of this was no trifling labour for a man in full practice, and some 
of his notes startled not a few of his colleagues by their originality 
and daring. On the whole, however, they have stood well the 
test of decisions in court. Nothing was more interesting than to 
watch in successive editions the mode in which the author dealt 
with these decisions. 

Mr. WolsTENHOLME was a hard worker for over thirty years 
during ten months of the year, reserving the other two as a 
complete holiday. He generally worked twelve hours a day, 
beginning his day five hours at least before he reached chambers ; 
yet the odd thing was that, come when you would to his chambers, 
you would find him entirely unworried, full of anecdote, and 
generally to all appearances a man of leisure. Of his work as a 
draftsman it is hardly necessary to speak. His productions were 
delightfully terse and neatly constructed; no one had a better art 
of recital, especially general recitals as to title. If occasionally 
some little inaccuracy of detail crept in, this can hardly be 
wondered at when the time he could devote to a draft was 
usually so limited, other matters pressing close on its heels. 

But what we desire especially to dwell upon and remember 
is the largeness of heart of the man. Petty jealousy had not a 
place in his constitution; he was a very Bayard in his determina- 
tion that others than himself should have the credit for any good 
conveyancing work. We could relate many instances in which he 
went out of his way to effuce himself and bring forward others. 
He was ever ready with advice and assistance for his colleagues. 
This juurnal has been fortunate in having among its contributors 
many of the first conveyancers of the day, and on several 
occasions Mr. WoLsTENHOLME gave to its readers, in articles in 
its columns, the benefit of his learning and experience. His sug- 
gestions, cowmunicated privately to the editor, were always of 
the greatest value. In his relation to the profession generally he 
was always anxious to help in any movement, and for many years 
he was treasurer of the Bar Association. High-minded generosity 
was the keynote of his nature. 

At last the constitution which enabled him to go through so 
much toil broke down. He became crippled with rheumatism, 
lost the power to write, and could only walk with difficulty. And 
so he bade farewell to Lincoln’s-inn; but not before an address, 
numerously signed by members of the Chancery Bar, had been 
presented to him, testifying the gratitude and respect entertained 
for him by his brothers of the profession of the law. 








Tenant for Life of Surplus Income. 


A Criticism of Re Baroness Llanover 
(1907, 1 Ch. 635). 
I. 


Tue recent case of Re Baroness Llanover, Herbert v. Ram (1907, 
1 Ch. 635), is one of considerable importance, not so much on 
account of what was actually decided, as on account of what was 
said by the learned judge in his judgment with regard to the 
application to that case of clauses vi. and ix. of section 58 (1) of 
the Settled Land Act, 1882. 

The facts of the case were shortly as follows: Baroness Luan- 
OVER devised real estate unto and to the use of trustees, upon trust 
to enter into possession or receipt of the rents and profits, with 
extensive powers of management. Out of the rents and profits 
the trustees were to pay the expenses of management and to 
make several annual and other payments, and they were during 
the successive lives of A., B., and C., but not for a period of more 





than twenty years after the testatrix’s death, to apply the surplus 
in the discharge of incumbrances. Then followed t the wo: 

in the purchase of other estates . . . to be held on like trusts,”’ 
but it had been held in Re Baroness Llanover (1903, 2 Ch. 330) 
that this direction must be deemed to be struck out by the Accu- - 
mulations Act, 1892. “Subject to and after the determination 
or failure of the several directions ’’ thereinbefore contained, the _ 
trustees were to stand possessed of the premises, in trust for the 
daughters of C. successively according to seniority in tail male, 
with remainder, in trust for the daughters of D. successively 
according to seniority in tail male, with remainders over to take 
effect after the determination or failure of the preceding trusts. 
No daughters of C. or D. were yet in existence. The accumula- 
tions of the surplus rents and profits were not yet sufficient to 
discharge the incumbrances. A., as the heiress at law of the 
testatrix, claimed to have the powers of a tenant for life under 
either clause vi. or clause ix. of sub-section 1 of section 58 of 
the Settled Land Act, 1882. 

It will be seen that the testatrix had omitted to make any 
disposition of the property during so much of the period which 
might elapse between the determination of the trust for dis- 
charging the incumbrances and the death of the survivor of C. 
and D., as there was not in existence any person entitled under 
the respective limitations to the daughters of C. and D. succes- 
sively in tail male. A. would therefore become entitled on the 
determination of the trust for discharging the incumbrances, if 
no such person as aforesaid were then in existence, to receive the 
surplus rents during the respective lives of C. and D., such 
interest being liable to be determined during such lives by the 
birth of a daughter to either C. or D. But clearly A.’s interest 
was not an interest “in ion’ within the meaning of 
section 58 (1) of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and that ground 
alone was sufficient to negative her claim to have the powers of a 
tenant for life. Her position, as Swinren Eapry, J., pointed out, 
was wholly different from that of the applicant in Re Clitheroe 
Estate (31 Ch. D. 135), who was entitled by express limitation to 
a life estate in possession. -It is true that such life estate was 
preceded by a term of years limited to trustees upon trust to 
receive and accumulate the income, but the applicant’s life estate 
was an estate “in possession ’’ as contradistinguished from an 
estate in reversion, and consequently he came exactly within the 
terms of section 58 (1) (vi.) of the Act. A., on the other hand, 
had not a present interest subject to a trust for accumulation, but 
a future interest which might arise when the trust for accumula- 
tion determined, and every word of what was said by Corron, 
L.J., in Re Strangways (34 Ch. D. 423, at pp. 431, 432) exactly 
applied to her case. 

But although Swinren Eapy, J., is reported (p. 650) to have 
decided that A. had not at the present time the powers of a life 
tenant under the Settled Land Acts, he appears on pp. 649-650 
to have been dealing with the case on the footing that the trust 
for accumulation had come to an end. He pointed out that all 
that A. was entitled to was to receive the “surplus rents and 
profits which by law remain undisposed of and which are payable 
by the trustees as received to ’’ her, and he held, on the autho- 
rity of Re Jones (26 Ch. D. 736), that such a person does not 
fall within clause vi. of section 58 (1) of the Settled Land Act, 
1882, and that A. was not within clause ix., first, because clause 
ix. does not apply to.a determinable life interest, and, secondly, 
because the surplus income was not payable to A. “under a 
trust or direction for payment thereof to her.”” The head-note 
in the Law Reports, however, treats the actual judgment as 
being that “having regard to the nature and extent of her 
interest as heiress at law, the plaintiff had not at the present 
time the powers of a life tenant,” and after statin that 
Re Jones was followed as to clause vi. and distinguished as to 
clause ix., which is a curious statement, as clause vi. was never 
once even referred to in Re Jones, continues “ Semble, clause vi. 
does not apply to a person merely entitled to receive surplus 
rents from trustees who are in possession and managing the 
estates, and clause ix. does not apply (a) to a terminable life 
interest or (6) to any interest taken under an intestacy, tho 
comprised in the subject of the settlement under section 2, su 
section 2,’ thus apparently wong, dicta the opinions ex- 
pressed by Swixrzn Eapry, J., as to clauses vi. and ix., including 
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his application to clause vi. of the passages cited by him from 
Corton, L.J.’s, judgment in Re Jones. ; 

It is proposed in the present article to point out some of the 
consequences if the limits put by the learned judge on the appli- 
cation of clauses vi. and ix. of section 58 (1) of the Settled Land 


_Act, 1882, are correct. 


The definition of a tenant for life for the purposes of the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, is contained in section 2 (5), which 


' enacts as follows :— 


“The person who is for the time being, under a settlement, 
beneficially entitled to possession of settled land, for his life, 
is for purposes of this Act the tenant for life of that land, and 
the tenant for life under that settlement.”’ 

By virtue of section 2 (10) (i.) “ possession ’’ includes “ receipt 
of income ’’ and “income ”’ includes “ rents and profits.” 

Section 2 (5) must be read with section 2 (7) :— 

“A person being tenant for life within the foregoing defini- 
tions shall be deemed to be such notwithstanding that, under 
the settlement or otherwise, the settled land, or his estate or 
interest therein, is incumbered or charged in any manner or to 
any extent.”’ 

The word “ possession ’’ is used in the Settled Land Act, 1882 
six times only, viz., in section 2 (5), where it seems clearly to 
mean actual occupation and by virtue of section 2 (10) (i.) to 
include receipt of income, and in section 7 (1), section 28 (3) 
and (5), section 38 (1) and section 58 (1), where it seems equally 
clear that it is used in antithesis to remainder or reversion (Re 
Morgan, 24 Ch. D. 114, 116; Re Jones, 26 cb. 736, 744; Re 
Strangways, 34 ib. 423), and that consequently section 2 (10) 
(i.) is not applicable. It is difficult to see how the word can 
be used in two different senses at the same time, particularly 
as a person may have an estate in possession, and yet not be 
entitled either to actual occupation or receipt of income, but in 
Re Morgan (supra) Nortn, J., after stating that in the phrase 
“when the estate or interest of each of them is in possession, 
&c.’’ in section 58 (1) possession means possession properly so 
called as distinguished from reversion, continues “ Then I should 
add that the interpretation clause says that possession includes 
receipt of income, and therefore if he is in receipt of income he 
is in possession.”’ And in Re Atkinson (30 Ch. D. 605, at p. 
612) Puarson, J., said: “I take it that the words ‘entitled to 
possession ’ in that sub-section [section 2 (5)] mean entitled in 
possession as contradistinguished from reversion.’’ 

The question then arises: to what persons does the expression 
“beneficially entitled to possession ’’ extend? 

It is obvious that a person may be beneficially entitled to 
possession although his estate may be only an equitable one if, 
¢.g., he is given the right to occupy a house rent free during 
his life (Re Carne’s Settled Estates, 1899, 1 Ch. 324); or if the 
legal estate is in trustees who have no powers of management, 
in which case the equitable tenant for life would be entitled to 
possession or to receipt of the rents from the tenants: per 
Corton, L.J., Re Jones (supra). But if the settled land is 
vested in trustees, upon trust to enter into possession or receipt 
of rents, with powers of management, and to pay outgoings and 
the expenses of management, and A. B. is entitled to receive 
the surplus income during his life, is A. B. a tenant for life 
within section 2 (5)? The point is not rendered purely academic 
by section 58 (1) (ix.) as, first, on it may depend the meaning 
of the words “tenant for his own or any other life ’’ in sec- 
tion 58 (1) (vi.), and, secondly, if Swinrzn Eapy, J., is correct, 
A. B. is not within section 58 (1) (ix.) unless he is entitled 
under an express trust or direction. 

As frequent reference will be made to a person in the position 
of A. B. he will be distinguished as a “ tenant for life of surplus 
income.”’ 

The court has frequently made orders declaring the applicant 
to be a tenant for life or a person having the powers of a tenant 
for life: cf. Re Clitheroe (28 Ch. D. 378, 393 ; 31 ib. 135, 140), 
Re Atherton (W. N. 1891, 85), Re Money Kyrle (1900, 2 Ch 
778). Now if section 2 (5) and section 58 (1) are mutually ex- 
clusive—as indeed Kzxewicu, J., seemed to think in Williams 
v. Jenkins (1893, 1 Ch. 700, 705) and Swivren Eapy, J., in 
Re Jemmett and Guest's Contract (1907, 1 Ch. 629, 634)—it 


- would be incumbent on the court to decide in each case under 


which section the applicant came. Orders in this form imply, 
therefore, that a person who clearly comes under one of the 
clauses of section 58 (1) may also be a tenant for life within ae 
definition in section 2 (5). As regards the particular case of a 
tenant for life of surplus income, Baccauiay, L.J., in Re Jones 
(supra) was inclined to think that he came within section 2 (5) ; 
Linvuer, L.J., in the same case, was “ not at all sure that he 
could not’ be brought within section 2”’; Fry, L.J., in Re 
Clitheroe (31 Ch. D. 135, 140) was “not satisfied’’ that a 
person who was clearly within clause vi. of section 58 (1) was 
a tenant for life under section 2 (5), but was inclined to think 
that “the fact of the term which takes precedence of his 
interest being one which requires the trustees to 
take possession of the estate and keep that possession for 
the purposes of accumulation does prevent him from 
being a person beneficially entitled to possession of the estate.”’ 
Corton, L.J., both in Re Jones (supra) and Re Atkinson (31 
Ch. D. 577, at p. 581) expressed a strong opinion that a tenant 
for life of surplus income was not, a tenant for life within section 
2. In Re Jones he says: “I think that section 58 (1) (ix.) was 
introduced to meet the very case which exists here of trustees 
who are not simply trustees in whom the legal estate is vested 
(in which case the equitable tenant for life would be entitled to 
possession or to receipt of the rents from the tenants), but have 
powers of management which necessitate their remaining in 
possession, that is to say, managing the estates and receiving the 
rents from the tenants. The person entitled to income is not in 
the ordinary position of. an equitable tenant for life, but is 
entitled to receive from the trustees, who are in possession and 
are managing the estate, that which is called in the Act the 
‘income’ of the land.’”’ In Re Atkinson he says: “I do not 
think that if there had been a direction to pay to the husband 
or wife the case would have come under these sub-sections 
[section 2 (5) and (6)], although possession of land includes 
receipt of income of land. I cannot think that such a person 
would have been in the position of a person ‘ beneficially entitled 
to possession of settled land.’ The appellants must come, if at 
all, within section 58.” 

It may be pointed out that in Taylor v. Taylor (20 Eq. 297) 
Jesser, M.R., held that a tenant for life of surplus income was 
not “entitled to possession or receipt of the rents and profits ’’ 
within the meaning of section 32 of the Settled Estates Act, 
1856. 

On the whole it is conceived that the better opinion is that a 
tenant for life of surplus income is not within section 2 (5). He 
may be let into possession on terms by the court, but he is not 
entitled to possession: Z'aylor v. Taylor, (supra, at pp. 303, 
304). 

(T'o be continued.) 








Reviews. 
Company Law. 


Tue Companizs Acts, 1900 anD 1907, WITH COMMENTARIES. By 
Paut Freperick Simonson, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. 
Effiigham Wilson ; Sweet & Maxwell. 


A Companies (Consolidation) Bill is now before Parliament, and, if 
passed, it will diminish the confusion which successive amending 
Acts have introduced into the statute law of companies; but, pending 
that event, the practitioner must be familiar with the numerous 
changes in the Act of 1900 and in the general law of companies which 
have been made by the Act of 1907, and Mr. Simonson’s book on the 
two statutes will be found to furnish useful guidance. As he points 
out in the preface, the most prominent feature of the amendments 
in the Act of 1907 is the desire of the Legislature to 

uire companies to supply, both to their members and to the 
public y, fuller information, or the means of obtaining fuller 
information, with reference to their assets and affairs, and he refers 
to numerous sections in which this desire is shewn. It is evinced 
particularly in the requirement of a preliminary statement where no 
pros is issued ; in the revised requirements as to the contents 


the requirement of the filing of balance-sheets. These and other 
visions of the Act of 1907 are explained by Mr. Simonson, and 
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‘*payment in cash,” and since this and analogous phrases are uent 
in the Acts, both of 1900 and 1907, his exposition of Shei’ eet 
given at pp. 17 to 20, will be found useful. Probably this is a matter 
which is better left to judicial interpretation. A statutory interpre- 
tation would either unduly fetter business transactions or would lead 
to new doubts, 





Money-lenders. 


THE Law RELATING TO THE TRANSACTIONS OF MONEY-LENDERS 
AND Borrowers. By C. GRENVILLE ALABASTER, Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The extensive litigation which has arisen under the Money-lenders 
Act, 1900, is the natural result of the very wide language in which 
ite main provision—section 1—was expres The earlier cases, 
indeed, were occupied with the difficulty caused by the requirement 
that, to gain the protection of the Act, the interest or other charges 
must be excessive, and the transaction must be harsh and unconscion- 
able or otherwise such that a court of equity would give relief. The 
grammatical construction which restricted the Act to cases where 
relief would formerly have been given in equity, and which was at 
first adopted (Wilton v. Osborn, 1901, 2 KB. 110), was replaced in 
Re A Debtor (1903, 1 K. B. 705) by a broader construction, founded 
on the real scope of the statute, and since then the cases have 
been chiefly concerned with deciding when interest is to be deemed 
excessive and when a transaction is harsh and unconscionable. 
These are conveniently stated in Mr. Alabaster’s book, which includes 
also chapters on relief in equity apart from the statute, on the mode 
of applying for and obtaining relief under the statute, on the position 
of sureties, and on the principles and procedure affecting the recovery 
of money lent. The appendices contain the report of the Money- 
lending Committee of 1898 which led to the passing of the Act, and a 
glossary of terms used in money-lending transactions which may be 
usefully consulted by intending borrowers. 


Books of the Week. 
The Law and Practice of Civil Proceedings By and Against the 
Crown and Departments of the Government, with Numerous Forms 


and Precedents. By Ggorce Sruart Roperrson, M.A., Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Encyclopedia of the Laws of England, with Forms and Precedents. 
By the Most Eminent LeGAt Avura@oritizs. Second Edition, 
Revised and Enlarged. Vol. X.: Nonconformist to Pay Office. Wm. 
Green & Sons, Edinburgh; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Year Books of the Reign of King Edward the Third. Year XX. 
(First Part). Edited and Translated by Luks Owzw Prxz, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. Printed for His Majesty’s Stationery Office. 


Selden Society. Year Books of Edward II. Vol. IV.: 3 & 4 
Edward II., A.D. 1309-1311. Edited for the Selden Society by the 
late F, W. MAITLAND and G. J. Turner. Bernard Quaritch. 


Responsibilities of Directors and Working of Companies under the 
Companies Acts, 1862-1907 ; with the Companies Acts, 1900 and 1907, 
Tnoorporated, Prescribed Forms, Explanatory Notes, and Exhaustive 
Index Thereto. By ANTHONY PULBROOK, Solicitor. Second Edition. 
Las by G. F. Emzry, LL.M., Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham 

ilson, 


The Companies Acts, 1900 and 1907: The Important Changes 
Clearly Stated for the Use of Business Men, shewing the Effect for 
Promoters, Directors, Secretaries, Vendors, Solicitors, Auditors, 
Shareholders, Secured and Unsecured Creditors, &c., separately ; 
with the Full Text of the Acts and a Print of the Previous Sections 
5 with them. By JAmrs W. REDD, Solicitor. Effingham 

ilson. 


The Law Magazine and Review: a Quarterly Review of Juris- 
prudence, May, 1908. Vol. XX XIII. Jordan & Sons (Limited), 








Correspondence. 


Portrait Fund—The Right Hon. David Lloyd- 
George, M.P. 

- [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 

Sir,—In the absence from this country of Sir John Gray Hill, we 


send to you a list of the further subscriptions have received 
towards this fund. Piece 


There are, we feel sure, other members of the society who. will 
wish to contribute towards the cost of the it that Sir Luke. 


.. Fildes is painting for the society's hall of the first solicitor to hold the | 4 


office of Chancellor of the Exchequer, and we shall be to 





receive further subscriptions. Hi, Dicxnyson, & Co. 
10, Water-street, Liverpool, May 11. 
PORTRAIT OF THE RIGHT HON, D. LLOYD-GEORGE, MP. 
Furrnee List or Sussceirtions, ~ 
Amount previously acknowledged, £246 10s. 6d. 

£s. d. £6. 4, 
Waterhouse & Co oc . 5 0 0 | Thomas Jones << oes *ee SS h. 
H.R. Miller. . 1 1 0 | W. RB. Davies & Co... -1 20 
Dillon B. Lowe oe eve - 110) F G. Roberts .. eS eS 
c. B. ai » £_ ae ae Jones o - tbo 
Wakefield Law Bociety /110) FH Hawkins oe © 
Ellis W. Davies, M.P. . 1 1 0 | W. W. Palmer ° Js 
Charles L. Sampson... . 2.2 0 | B.S, Chamberlain , ss 2 8 
Alfred E. James... . 1 1 0) E,W, Johnson woe mt oe 
Charles A. Jones . 1 1 0 | W. Thornton Jones .. . 010 6 
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Abstracting Leases. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—It would be of considerable value if the present method of 
abstracting leases could be modified with a view to making abstracts 
much shorter. 

Almost always the conditions of sale provide that a purchaser shall 
have notice of the contents of the leases, and where this is so the: 
abstract might very well end with the reddendum. 

That the present practice is onerous is shewn by the objections 
(now becoming more frequent) to deliver any abstract at all where 
the sale is of ground-rents and the title commences at a date later 
than the date of the leases ; it being contended that section 3 (3) of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, precludes a purchaser from reqs <> 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


WAKEFIELD AND DISTRICT LIGHT RAILWAY v, WAKEFIELD 
CORPORATION, 7th and 8th May. 


Rares—GeneraL District Rare—Partia, Exemprion—Rai.wars—Ligat 
Ratway in THE Naturg or Tramway—Lanp Usep On ty as a Rai- 
way—Pusiic Heattn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), s. 211, sun- 
secTION 1 (x) —Licut Rattways Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vicr. c. 48), s. 12. 
The partial exemption from val distriet rate conferred by section 211 (1) (b) 

of the Public Health Act, 1875, on the occupiers of land used only as a railway 

constructed under any Act of Parliament for public conveyance, extends to any 
liyht railway laid in the public streets which is not distinguishable wm other 
respects from an ordinary electric tramway constructed 

town under an order made pursuant to the Light Railways Act, 1896 ; section 211 

of the Public Health Act, 1815, falling within the description of “ the general 

tments relating to railways’’ contained in section 12 (2) of the Light Rai 

Act, 1896, and lines of rails laid on a public highway in respect of which the lig 

railway company is rated, constituting land used only as a railway for the purpose 

of such reduced assessment. 

Appeal by the Wakefield Corporation against a decision of the Cowt . 
of Appeal (reported 51 Soxicrrons’ Jovenat, 387; 1907, 2 K. B. 256), 
et peta! rae ec eater ares cela 
upon p en e n recovery 

assessed eoponients. 
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sums upon the The trams were worked by an 
overhead system upon rails laid in the public streets. It was 
contended for the corporation that the company could not claim to 








neiaibowi scrim encieresoneesiaipienresione aisles sonaeme 











498 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & 


May 16, 1908. 


WEEKLY REPORTER. 








. be decided now, as the residuary beneficiaries are not parties to this 


way. He thought the user there referred to was the user by the occupier 
who was to be rated. Under the circumstances the view of the Court of 
Appeal must prevail. 
‘“[Lords Macnacutren, James or Herrrorp, and Arkinson agreed. 
Appeal dismissed with costs.—CounseL, Lush, K.O., Macmorran, K.C., and 
W. Mackenzie ; Danckw-rts, K.%., and Ryde. Souicrrors, Sharpe, Pritchard, 
¢$ Co., for W. W. Greenhalgh, Wakefield ; Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, § Co. 


[Reported by Ensxixe Retp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
CRAVEN 1. CRAVEN. Joyce, J. 10th April; 13th May. 


Wutt—Constrection—Partnersnir at Witt—Beavest sy Partner or 
Income or His Snare to His Wivow ror Lire, Remamper to His 

: Pantngr—Isrention TO Bequeatn Snare To Partner Svupsrcr to 
Wipow's Lirg Inrerest, on To Bequeatn SHare IN PARTNERSHIP To 
tae Wivow— Rienr or Erruer Party to Dissotve Paxrtnersnip 
Wirnovt Consent or tHe Otrnuer—UNprawn Prorits or Trstaror— 
Lraapiuiry or Fram To THE Execvrors. 


A testator bequeathed the income of his share in a partnership at will to his 
wife for her life, and after her death he gave his share to his partner. 

Held, firstly, that the partnership determined by the testator’s death, and even 
if the bequest could operate as a specific gift, the result was a partnership at will 
between the partner and the widow which could be determined by either, without 
the consent of the other. 

The testator at the time of his death was entitled to a sum in respect of undrawn 
profits in the partnership. 

Held, that this sum became payable to the executors of the testator. 


John Craven, by his will dated the 12th of December, 1901, bequeathed 
his share in certain brickworks, in which he and his son John William 
Craven were partners at will, to his wife, Mary Craven, for life and on her 
decease to his said son John William Craven. Tne testator died in 1903. 
At that date the firm owed the testator £1,067 in respect of undrawn 
profits. The testator’s share in the capital of the business was two-thirds, 
and in the profits one-half. The other shares in capital and profits 
belonged to John William Craven. It appeared that the business had not 
earned apy substantial profits since the testator’s death, and the plaintiff 
claimed inter alia a winding up of the partnership. The defendant's 
counsel contended that the words of the bequest indicated an intention 
on the of the testator that the business should be carried on for the 
benefit of the defendant as remainderman, subject to a life interest in 
favour of the plaintiff, and that the business could not be wound up 
without the consent of the defendant, which he was unwilling to give. 

Joyce, J.—In this case the testator by his will, dated the 12th of 
December, 1901, inter alia, made the following bequest: ‘‘ And as to all 
my share and interest in certain brickworks at Roundwood, near Wake- 
field, which belong to me and my son Jobn William Craven as -co- 

rs in the business attached thereto of brick and tile making, I give 


and bequeath the income of my share and interest therein to my said wife |- 


during her life, and on her decease I give all my share and interest in the 
said business, subject to the debts and liabilities thereof, to my said son 
John William Craven also in addition to the share of and in my residuary 
trust funds hereinafter mentioned to which he may become entitled,’? 
This is to be, as I think, a bequest of the share to the wife for her 
life, and to the son after her death. The partnership was at will, and 
determined on the testator’s death. Apart from the will the survivor was 
entitled to go on, but only for the purpose of winding up. There is no 
question here of the testator’s executors being obliged to go on with the 
alternative of rendering the estate liable for damages if they refused to do so. 
‘The son was not the sole executor and trustee. The testator might have 
expressed this direction by apt words ; there are forms in Key & Elpbin- 
stone and Davidson’s Precedents, see also the form in Featman v. Featman 
(7 Ch. D. 210). Nevertheless the testator has disposed of his share in 
@ manner appropriate to a different subject-matter, as if he were sole 
owner of a business or a share in it capable of limitations after his death. 
Even if this could operate as a specific gift, with the consequence that the 
widow could be put in his place, she got a partnership at will which at 
the option of either partner could go on or cease. What the testator 
presumably expected was that the widow and son would enter into 
—— I can see nothing to oblige either of the parties to go on. 

en at his death the testator was entitled to £1,067 undrawn profits in 
the business, and an order was made to that effect by the court without 
prejudice to any question whether the said sum was part of the bequest 
to the wife or fell into the general residue. This question cannot 


action. The son maintains that he is entitled to go on as he likes 
and to keep the £1,067 in the business. If this sum belongs to the 
residue it ought to come out of the business; if it belongs to the 
widow I see nothing to oblige her to leave it in the business. Then the 
son had drawn £2 a week out of the business as manager. Apart from 
any agreement with the plaintiff, I cannot see how this can be justified, 
whatever the father may have done. Either the trustees are bound to 
draw the £1,067 or the plaintiff may have it if she is entitled toit. This 
cannot be done without winding up unless the eon finds the sum. The 
learned judge ordered the partnership to be wound up, the plaintiffs to 
have costs out of the estate, and the defendant to pay his own costs, 
—Covnezi, Younger, K.C., and F. H. Maugham; Hughes, K.C., and F. 
. “Soricirors, Swann, Bradley, § Co.; J. H. ¢ J. Y¥. Johnson, 


[Reported by A. 8. Orr#, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
SLATER v. PARKER. Div. Court. 11th and 12th May. 


Hvssanp anp Wire—Avtnority or Wire To Piepce Huspanp’s Creprt | 


—ReputtraL or Presumption. 


Where a husband and wife are living together, and the husband makes @ J 


sufficient allowance to his wife for household necessaries, the presumption that the 
wife has authority to pledge her husband's credit may be rebutted, even when the 
husband has not expressly forbidden his wife to pledge his credit. 

Remmington v. Broadwood (1902, 18 7. L. R. 270) followed. 


Appeal from the county court. The plaintiff was a butcher, and the 
defendant a cabdriver. The plaintiff brought an action against the 
defendant for the balance of an account extending over three years for 
meat supplied to the defendant’s household. It appeared that the meat 
was ordered by the defendant’s wife. The county court judge found 
as a fact that the defendant allowed his wife an allowance of £1 a week 
for household necessaries, that that allowance was sufficient for the 
maintenance of his household, that the meat supplied was a ‘‘ necessary,”’ 
that the husband knew the meat was being supplied by the plaintiff 
during part of the period, but thought that it was paid for by the wife, 
and, lastly, that the defendant had not expressly prohibited his wife from 
pledging his credit, or the plaintiff from giving credit to his wife. On 
these facts he held that the defendant had not rebutted the presumed 
authority of his wife to pledge his credit for necessaries, and he gave 
judgment for the plaintiff. The defendant appealed. It was contended 
for the defendant that it was not necessary to prove that a husband had 
expressly forbidden his wife to pledge his credit, to rebut the presumption 
of the wife’s authority to pledge that credit, in a case where the husband 
allowed his wife an adequate allowauce for household necessaries. In 
such a case the implication arose that the wife had no such authority, and 
the presumption was rebutted. Remmington v. Broadwood (1902, 18 T. L. R. 
270) was cited asin point. It was coutended for the plaintiff that the 
county court judge had merely decided as a question of fact that the pre- 
sumed authority of the wife had not been rebutted by the circumstances 
of the allowance which the defendant made to his wife. 

Daruine, J., said that where such.an arrangement as the one made in 
this case was made between husband and wife, it was in substitution for 
the presumed authority to the wife to pledge her husband's credit. He 
referred to Collins, L.J.’s, judgment in Morel Brothers (Limited) v. Earl of 
Westmoreland (1903, 1 K. B., at p. 73) and to the judgment of Lord 
Alverstone, O.J. .and of Collins, L.J., in Remmingion v. Broadwood (1902, 
18 T. L. R. 270). He thought it was clear that the couaty court judge 
had decided the case on the ground that there must be an express pro- 
hibition by the husband to the wife in order to rebut the presumed 
authority. His judgment must therefore be reversed.—Counset, T. Hollis 
Watker ; H. A, McCardie. Soricrrors, W. G. Holbrook, Derby ; Bendle W. 


Moore, Derby. 
[Reported by C. G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law. | 


BLAIR v. CLARE. GRAYDON, Garnishee. Div. Court. 5th May. 


Practice—AprpEAL—TxriAaL or Issuz By Master unpeR Orp. 45, zk. 4— 
AppEAL rromM Decision or Master, TO wHat Court? 


The appea! from the decision of a master of the High Court in an issue directed 
to be tried by him under ord. 45, r. 4, of the Rules of the Supreme Court lies to 
the Divisional Court under ord. 40, r. 6, of those rules. 


This was an appeal from the decision of a master on an “‘ issue directed 
to be tried by a masier of the Supreme Court” under ord. 45, r. 4, of the 
Rules of the Supreme Court. The form of the order for the trial of the 
issue was Form H. 70 in the Aunual Practice, 1908. The respondent took 
a preliminary objection that no appeal from this order of the master lay 
to the Divisional Court. By ord. 45, r. 4, of the Rules of the Supremes 
Court: ‘‘ If the garnishee disputes his liability, the court or judge, instead 
of making an order that execution shall issue, may order that any issue 
or question necessary for determining his liability be tried or determined 
in any manner in which any issue or question in an action may be tried or 
determined, or may refer the matter to @ master.”’ The note in the 
Annual Practice, 1908, under the words italicised is: ‘‘The reference 
hereunder is analogous to that under ord. 14,r.7. The master acts as 
referee, and there is no appeal from his decision to the judge in chambers. 
So held in a case of Glover v. Lindley, Holman, Garnishee (unreported), 
Bucknill, J., in chambers, July 30, 1906, decided on the authority of 
Fraser v. F. (1905, 1 K. B. 368, C.A.). Appeal lies to the Divisional 
Court (id.). See ord. 14, r. 7, and (new).”” By ord. 40,r.6: ‘‘ Where at 
a trial by a referee he has directed that any judgment be entered, any 
party may move to set aside such judgment, and to enter any other judg- 
ment, on the ground that upon the finding as entered the judgment so 
directed is wrong: Provided that in the Queen’s Bench Division such 
motion shall be made to a Divisional Court.’? By ord. 40, r: 64: 
“* Rules 2 and 6 of order 40 shall apply to a reference to any officer of the 
court or special referee or arbitrator under an order of the court.” By 
ord. 54, r. 21: ‘* Any persons.affected by any order or decision of a master 
may appeal therefrom to a judge at chambers. . . .” 

Cuannett, J.—I think there is considerable doubt as to the right 
decision in this case, because there is no appeal dealt with under ord. 45, 
r. 4. On the other hand, it is perfectly clear that there must be an a) " 
because there is which says the decision of the master is to 
be final. We have, ore, to see under what rule the appeal best 
comes. There are two rules suggested, and two only. Under ord. 40, r. 6, 
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which deals with the case of trial by a referee, the lies to the 
Divisional Court. The other rule is a. A 21 of order rey deals with 
the appeal to a judge at chambers from any order or decision of a master. 
That rule seems to deal with an ordinary summons, and is not very 
strictly applicable. But when we look back at ord. 40, r. 6, we see that 
that deals with a trial, and with a trial by a referee. And a master may 
be a referee. See rule 6a of that order. In that particular case the form 
of the order is for a trial, and it seems to me that, without saying ord. 40, 
r. 6, is specially applicable, I think that rule is the more applicable to this 
case. I think, therefore, we must entertain the appeal. 

Surron, J.—I agree.—Counsex, Lewis Thomas, RO., and Z. H. Coombe ; 
R. W. Turner, Soricrrors, John Coote; Amery Parkes, Macklin, § Co, 


[Reported by C. G. Mornay, Barrister-at-Law. | 


KARNO v. PATHE FRERES (LONDON), Jelf, J. 
3rd, 6th, and 29th April. 

Copyricut—"‘ Dramatic Prece’’—* Pawrommucat Sxercu ’’—Rerropvuc- 
TION BY OINeMATOGRAPH—SELLING Fitms—Inrrincement — Dramatic 
Correicut Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Witt. 4, c. 15), 8. 1—Coryrigur Act, 
1842 (5 & 6 Vicr. c. 45), 8. 2. 


A “‘ dramatic piece” within the meaning of section 1 of the Dramatic Copyright 
Act, 1833, must be one which is capable of being printed and published. 

The plaintiffs alleged that the defendants had infringed their sole right of repre 
senting or performing a farce or pantomimical sketch, which from its character 
could not be reduced into writing and which had not even any written stage 
dwrections, entitled **‘ The Mumming Birds,”’ by (1) reproducing st at publie places 
of amusement by means of a cinematograph ; and (2) by the manufacture, offering 
Sor sale, and selling films which could be used by others for that purpose. 

Held, that the sketch in question was not a ‘‘ dramatic piece”’ within the 
meaning of the Copyright Acts, and therefore there had been no infringement ; but, 

Held, further, that the representation of a dramatic piece by cinematograph 
would be an infringement, although the selling of films which could be so used 
would not give a right of action against the seller, the remedy of the owner of the 
copyright being against the person who, having bought the films, actually exhibited 
them in a cinematograph. 

Tate v. Fullbrook (52 Sozrorrors JouRNAL, 279; 1908, 1 KX. B. 821) 
considered and followed. 


Action tried before Jelf, J., sitting without a jury The plaintiff Karno 
was the proprietor in Great Britain and Ireland of the sole right of 
representing and performing a farce or pantomimical sketch entitled 
** The Mumming Birds; or, Twice Nightly.”” The defendants carry on 
business as makers and dealers in cinematographs, films, and accessories. 
In the action damages were claimed for alleged infringement of the 
plaintiff's alleged copyright of the piece by selling and ser, ted sale a 
cinematograph film called in their catalogue ‘“‘ At the Music .” for 
exhibition at public places of amusement, such film being a representation 
of the plaintiff's piece. The defendants, by their defence, denied, inter 
alia, that in law the manufacture or sale of films for use in a cinemato- 
graph, or a reproduction by a cinematograph, was in law a performance or 
representation of a dramatic piece or an infringement of the right of 
performance. They also denied that the sketch was a ‘‘ dramatic - 


within the meaning of the statute 3 Will. 4, c. 15, or 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45.- 


Cur. adv. vult. 

Jeur, J., gave a considered judgment, in which he said the case raised 
important questions under the Copyright Act of 1833, which Act he had to 
construe by the light of the recent decision of the Oourt of Appeal in Zuate v. 
Fulibrook (52 Soticrrors’ Journat, 279; 1908, 1 K. B. 821). Had the matter 
been res integra he would have thought there were some strong reasons for 
holding that the piece in question was a ‘‘ dramatic piece ”’ within the pro- 
tection of the Act. Looking to the object of the statute, which was evidently 
to protect the results of independent labour and composition in dramatic 
works, and to extend to dramatic compositions the same protection as that 
already given to books, he saw no reason, in the nature of things, why a 
dramatic composition, which was entirely tomimic or performed in 
dumb show, and neither reduced or reducible into writing, should not be 
protected against piracy as being a piece “ com "—namely, put 
together—by its authors. For example, why should not the French piece 
entitled ‘‘ L’Enfant Prodigue ’’ be so protected? That was the view taken 
by Lord Esher (then Brett, J.) in Chatterton v. Cave, as reported in 44 
L. J. O. P. 386. He was reported there to have said: “The first point 
argued was that what was proved to have been borrowed was not the 
subject-matter of property at all, inasmuch as it consisted not of the text 
of the play but of theatrical situations. I am aware that theatrical 
situations may be sometimes expressed wholly by dramatic action and 
without the aid of words, but it seems to me that, of whatever kind they 
may be, they are in every instance entitled to the protection afforded b 
law to dramatic literary property.’’ And the Lew Times report (33 L. T 
p. 255) was to the same effect. It seemed, however, that this opinion 
was extra-judicial, and the passage did not appear in the report 
in’ L. R. 10 ©. P. 572: seé Vaughan Williams, L.J.’s, judgment 
in Tate v. Fullbrook. Applying the principle laid down by the court 
of Ap in Tate’s case to the present case, he thought there was no doubt 
that that court would have held that ‘‘ The Mumming Birds”’ had no real 
foundation in the way of dialogue or literary composition so as to bring it 
within the Act. ‘The defendants’ first objection- therefore prevailed. - As, 
however, Tutev. Fullbrook and the present case might some day be reviewed 
by the House of Lords, he desired to state his opinion on other two 
points taken by the defendants. If ‘‘The Mumming Birds’’ were within 
the protection of the Act, the errr sage Br reproduction of it would in 

fact and in law be a representation of the tiff’s sketch within the 
statute.. As-to the other points raised—namely, that the selling by the - 
defendants of films under the circumstances was a ‘‘ causing to be repre- 
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sented ”’ the s sketch, in his he thought, on the 
of Raseell v. brpent (80. D836) cod wrthy, Compe GTO BN Bete, 
that was not established, and that the defendants were not liable (eee also 
Lyon v. Knowles, 3 B. & 8. 556). It might, indeed, iy segene 
that the defendants who made and sold A pepe ges 

which the i ment could not take place, and 

ledge and inten that purpose, did 
take an im t part in the infringement itself, but he thought on the 
whole the inference would be held to be too remote and too oe 
in its consequences to be » even 


against the defendants, but st the 
formance impugned. His 
efendants with costs, except the costs of the as to title, on which 
the plaintiff had succeeded, and he granted a | of execution subject to 
notice of appeal ven by the within three weeks.— 
Counssi, Serutton, K.C., and Mackinnon; Sir Robert Finlay, K.O., and 
A. Bennett, Soxrcrrons, Stanley, Woodhouse, ¢ Hedderwick ; Bennett ¢ 

errts. 

[Reported by Easxine Rew, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 


Division. 


LORRIMAN v. LORRIMAN AND 8T. CLAIR. Buckaill, J. 
30th March ; 6th and 15th April. 


Divorce—SzrrLement—Aprpuication sy Hvussanp—Princiete on Waice 
Covrt witt Act—Income anp Caprrat—Maremonran Causes Aor, 
1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 85), 8. 45—Marrmonta, Causes Act, 1859 (22 
& 23 Vicr. c. 61), s. 5. 

On an application for a settlement under section 45 of the Matrimonial Causes 
Act, 1857, the underlying principle is that the court must endeavour to ascertain 
the nature and extent of the pecuniary change caused by the wife’s adultery, and 
in order to do that it musi look at the probable peouniary position whieh the 
petitioner, his wife, and any issue of the marriage would have occupied if there 
had been no dissolution of the marriage. The court has jurisdiction to deal with 
capital as well as imoome. 

Husband's application for a settlement under section 45 of the Matri- 
monial Causes Act, 1857. All the facts necessary for this report appear 
from the reserved ap py of 

Buckni11, J., who said: In this case the wh 


. 


property as is reasonable for his benefit and for that of the —s 
the iage, a girl, who was born on the 25th of November, 1 
recommendations of the before whom the matter came 
objected to both by the peti and the res; " 
married in 1891. A decree nisi for the ution of the marriage was 
yomomnest ty OS ee 6 2 > oo 1907, the suit being 
undefended, and this court gave the custody of child of the —— 
to the petitioner. On the 27th of January, 1908, the decree was 
absolute. This petition is presented under section 45 of the Act of 1857 
which peetiine eee SS ee 2 eee eS 
ground of her adultery, and she has property ei in 
reversion, a settlement may be ordered rg ges os gl any part thereof 
for the benefit of the innocent party and of the children of the 
The registrar's report, dated the of 
the respondent’s income is about £1,000 a year, and 
income is about £400 a 
allowance by the 
said, will cease so soon as this court makes its order herein. The report 
states also that the respondent has reversionary interests in a capital sum 
of about £110,000, of which as to £47,000 she is entitled absolutely to the 
capital on the death of her mother, 
she has a life interest upon her moth 8 
death the child becomes entitled to the capital. It is submitted in the 
pr that the respondent should 
whereby £200 a year out of her present income shall be secured to the 
ee the —— and education of 
attain the twenty-one years or shall previously marry. 
submission peal ol in : F 
present income, and this 
submitted that out of the said sum of £47,000 thereshall be secured one-fifth 
of the income arising th: also 
objected to, and it is asked that 
capital of that one-fifthshall gotoher.. The nextsubmission is that a further 
one-fifth of the income of the said £47,000 shall go to the petitioner until the: 
child shall attain twenty-one, or shall ' that in 
either of those events the capital: sum such one-fifth shall 
Prateek irtetaas nie ata A ae a 

obj to as is: 
submitted that one-fifth of the reapondent’s interest ee ee 
the petitioner during the joint lives of himself and the respondent, 
as toa further one-fifth of her interest that it be secured to the ’ 
during the joint lives of the child and pr a eye 2c As to the 
these two submissions, the it : 
securing the one-fifth to the child for the life of the respondent .if- the 
child survive the petitioner. And as to the . 


: 





that the one-fifth may be secured to the petitioner during the joint lives 
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of himeelf and the respondent for maintenance and education of the child 
until twenty-one years of age or marriage under that age, and thereafter 
to the child during the respondent’s life if she survive the petitioner. The 
pe coc on her cross-motion asks generally that as to any settlement 
ordered by this court to be made by the respondent liberty may be given 
to apply to vary it in the event of his becoming entitled hereafter under 
any deed, will, or settlement to a sum amounting to £10,000 or more, or 
Pp’ rty or investments representing the said amount, or to the income 
arising therefrom. In the course of -the arguments many authorities were 
cited, but they all came to this, in my opinion, that the court has full power 
to act as it may think it to be reasonable or just in the circumstances of 
the case. The underlying principle is that the court must try to ascertain 
the nature and extent of the pecuniary change operated by the wife’s 
criminality, and in order to do that it must look at the probable 
pecuniary position which the husband, the wife, and the issue of the 
marriage would have occupied if the marriage had not been dissolved. As 
Lord Penzance said in March v. March and Palumbo (1867, L. R. 1 P. & M., 
at p. 443): ‘* It would be of evil example if this court were to decide that 
the entire fortune of a wealthy married woman was to be reckoned as part 
of the prospects of an adulterer or the resources of a second home for a 
guilty woman.”’ No hard-and-fast rule can be laid down, of course, as to 
the amount which the guilty party shall be ordered to settle or secure 
upon the other party and the issue of the marriage, if any. In Noel 
v. Noel (33 W. R. 552; 1885, 10 P. D., p. 179) the court gave half of the 
wife’s present and reversionary income to the husband for himself 
and two children of the marriage. There the husband and wife had 
incomes of about £400 a year each, but the wife was also entitled to 
property in reversion of considerable value. In Midwinter v. Midwinter 
(4l W. R. 560; 1893, P. 93) there were five children of the marriage. 
The husband’s present income was £350 a year, and the wife’s £1,140. 
The court ordered her to settle £250 a year on her husband for life, and 
£60 on each of the children for life. Now in the case before the court the 
registrar has not proposed any provision for the husband out of the 
respondent’s present income, although be'finds as a fact that his income is 
only £400 a year, and her’s is £1,000. I think this is an omission which 
must be put right. After giving the matter’the best. consideration I can, 
T order that the respondent do execute a settlement of her property in 
possession only to secure to the petitioner £250 a year foritheir joint lives, 
and that of her property in possession and reversion she do settle on or 
secure to the child £120 a year for the joint lives of herself and the child, 
such £120 to be paid to the petitioner (not to trustees, as suggested by the 
crogs-motion of the respondent) for the- maintenance and education of the 
child until she attains twenty-one, or shall marry before that age, and 
thereafter to the child. Then as to the £47,000 to which the respondent 
is. entitled absolutely on her mother’s death I am asked to order that, 
if. the child survives her father, then the capital of the one-fifth 
of the income of which he is to have a life interest should go to the 
child absolutely. I do vot think this would be reasonable, and 
I do not adopt the suggestion. On this part of the case I adopt the 
registrar’s report. Astothe next submission of the registrar, whichis that 
another one-fifth of the income of the £47,000 shall be settled or secured 
to the petitioner until the child shall attain twenty-one years or marry before 
that age, and that in either of those events the capital representing such 
one-fifth be settled on the child absolutely, I am of opinion that it is a 
reasonable orderto make. I have said that I think it would not be reason- 
able to give to the child, in the event of her surviving her father, the 
capital of that one-fifth of £47,000, the income of which he isto have a life 
interest in, but the difference between the two cases is obvious tome. In 
the first place, it must be remembered that there are no marriage settle- 
ments here, and that the parties married, thé wife retaining complete 
control over her own property.; and,.in the.segond place, I think that, if 
the had continued, ‘it is probable that the mother would have left 
to the child an absolute interest in some part of the £47,000, and I hold 
that. to, giye the child such an absolute interest in the present circumstances 
is. to protect her. againt. loss as a result of the divorce. In the case 
of ee ath Ss Ponsonby (32 W. R. 746; 1884, 9 P. D. 122) the Court of 
Appeal that beyond a doubt the court has, under section 5 of the Act 
of 1859, jurisdiction to deal with the capital as well as the income ; and I 
hold that in this there is no difference between that section and section 45 
of the Act of 1857. Then as to the £63,000, I accept the first submission 
in the registrar’s report, and leave it unaltered; and as to the second 
submission I accept the petitioner’s proposal that on the child attaining 
twenty-one ~ or marrying earlier the one-fifth of the respondent’s 
interest shall be secured to the child during the respondent’s life. In 
conclusion, and to make the matter clear, I order that in the orders now 
made in relation to the £47,000 the word “‘ income”’ is to be held to mean 
the actual income to which the respondent may be entitled from time to 
time, as the case may be. I cannot accede to the respondent’s application, 
that in the event or events happening by which the petitioner may here- 
after become entitled to £10,000 or over, or the income arising therefrom, 
the settlements now ordered to be made may be varied. The respondent 
must pay the costs of this application.—Counsst, Barnard, K.O., and Le 
Bas; Grazebrook and Molt. Soricrrons, Rooke ¢ Sons, for G. S. Bull, 
Manchester ; Danby, Brooks, § Co. 


[Reported by Diazy Corzs-Prerpy, Barrister-at-Law. | 








The death is announced of Mr. Justice Hungerford Tudor Boddam, a 
Lg of the High Court of Judicature at Madras, on Friday in last week, 
on the journey between Madras and Bombay. He was called to the bar in 
1872, and held the Recordership of Newcastie-under-Lyme from 1889 until 
his appointment, in 1896, as & judge of the High Court at Madras. 





Societies. 
Bar Council Election, 1908. 


The following gentlemen have been nominated for election to fill the 
twenty-four vacancies upon the General Council of the Bar. The election 
will take place during the week ending May 30th: Mr. E. Tindal 
Atkinson, KO, Mr. W. F. K. Taylor, K.C., Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K-0., 
Hon. E. ©. Macnaghten, K.C., Mr. W. English Harrison, K.O©., J. Scott 
Fox, K.C., Lord Robert Cecil, K.C., M.P., Mr. N. Micklem, K.O., M.P., 
Mr. T. G. Horridge, K.C., M.P., Mr. Montague Shearman, K.C., 
Mr. George Cave, K.C., M.P., Mr. R. B. D. Acland, K.C., Mr. George 
Borthwick, Mr. George Henderson, Mr. Boydell Houghton, Mr. T. R. 
Sydenham-Jones, Mr. J. Edward H. Benn, Mr. H. W. Disney, Mr. Frank 
Newbolt, Mr. J. A. Hawke, Mr. C. Douglas Pennant, Mr. E. Percival 
Clarke, Hon. R. W. Coventry, Mr. F. H. M. Corbet, Mr. T. C. P. Gibbons, 
Mr. W. H. Draper, Mr. Wm, D. Mathias, Mr. Basil B. Watson, Mr. Thos, 
Cuthbertson, Mr. Geoffery Lawrence. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, preg foores on the 13th inst., 
Mr. Walter Dowson in the chair, the other directors present being Sir 
George Lewis, Bart., Sir John Hollams, and Messrs, W. C. Blandy 
(Reading), W. Oheesman (Hastings), A. Davenport, Thomas Dixon 
(Chelmsford), T. M. Francis (Cambridge), C. Goddard, W. H. Gray, 
J. R. B. Gregory, Samuel Harris (Leicester), L. W. N. Hickley, W. G. 
King, C. G. May, R- Pennington, J.P., W. A. Sharpe, R. 8. Taylor, and 
J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £590 was distributed in grants of relief, 
thirty-four. new members were elected, and other general business was 


transacted. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on Wednesday : 

Lincoin’s-10n.—W. Berry, London Univ. and King’s Coll., Camb., B.A. ; 
G. L. T. Locker-Lampvon ;, Shaikh Abdul Aziz; G. G. Halsey, Mugdalen 
Coll., Oxford, B.A.; ,G. M. Fitz-Gerald, Trin. Coll., Camb., B.A. ; 
Mackertich Carapit Johannes ; K. C. Berrington, Pemb. Ooll., Camb.’; 
H. V. Rabagliati, Edinburgh Univ. ; Rahimtulla Karmali Pirbhai, Downing 
Coll., Camb. ; H. D, Samuels ; A. P. Higgins, Downing Coll. Camb., M.A., 
LL.D, ; J. O. Hickman, Trin. Hall, Camb., B.A, ; W.G. ©. Hall, Worcester 
Coll., Oxford, B.C.L., M.A. ae a 

Inngen Tempte.—A. J. C. Humphreys, B.A., Oxford, ‘certificate of 
honour, Hilary Term, 1908; J. G. Jones, B.A., Oxford ; A. Meimarachi, 
B.A., Camb. ; H. St. J. Field, Oxford; C. VY. H. Helyar; B.A., Oxford ; 
E. H. G. Jones, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; H. A. Payne, B’A.,;"Camb:': V.'B. 
Mockett, B.A., Oxford; H. Makins, B.A., Oxford; M. F. J, McDonnell, 
B.A., Camb.; E. R. M. Castle, B.A., Oxford; O. R. Nicholas, B.A., 
Oxford; L. eld; E. Wrigley, M.A., Oxford; E. W, Jayewardene ; 
B. U. Wood, B.A., Oxford; and P. M. Carleton, M.D., Royal Univ. of 
Ireland. on 

Mippiy Temptr.—C. A. Child, certificate of honour, C.I:E., Hilary 
Term, 1908; A. M. Scott, M.A., Glasgow ; R. J. Blackham, Major, R A.M.C., 
D.P.H., London ; L. Mead, B.A., Balliol Coll., Oxford; D. G: Wallate, 
B.A., Oxford ; J. A. R. Cairns, B.A., Royal Univ., Ireland ; R. H. Macleod, 
E. H. Cohen, F. Kinder, ane Karim Khan, J. Poyser, B. Richmond, 
and W. J. Bees, B.Sc., London. 

Gray’s-rxn. — Jnanendra Chandra Bagchi, B.A., Emmanuel Ooll., 
Camb. ; Sailendra Kumar Sen, B.A., Downing Coll., Camb. ; G. A. Stonier ; 
Nissim Lisbona, M.A., Manchester Univ.; H. C. de Sanges, Public Works 
Department, United Provinces and Oudh ; and W. Taylor. - 











Legal News. 


Appointments, 


Mr. James Avsren-Cantme., barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Junior Equity Counsel to the Inland Revenue, Junior Counsel to the 
Board of ‘frade in Chancery Matters, Counsel to the Board of Education 
in Charity Proceedings, and Junior Counsel to his Majesty’s Office of 
Woods and Forests. p 

Mr. Cuartes B. L. Tennyson has been appointed Counsel to his 
Majesty’s Office of Works. 

Sir Jonn R. Pacer, K.C., and Mr. Weppersugn, K.C., have been 
elected Benchers of the Honourable Society of the Inner Temple. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
Rosert Dunn Provp, Beerram Lancuorne Rosson, and Hucu 
RoppaM, solicitors (Proud, Robinson, & Roddam), Bishop Auckland, 
Durham, April 30, The said Bertram Langhorne Robinson “aid Hugh 
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Roddam will continue to practise at the said address and under the afore- 
said style. ° 


WituiaM Gzoroz Witps, WitttuaM Witpe, and Horace Wiis Srirr, 
solicitors and parliamen agents (Burchell, Wilde, & Co.), 36, Victoria- 
street, Westminster, London. March 31. So far as regards the said 
William Wilde, who retires from the firm; the said William 
Wilde and Horace William Stiff will continue the said business under the 
present style or firm of Burchell, Wilde, & Co.; the said William Wilde 
will carry on business in his own name at the same address. 


[ Gazette, May 8. 
_ .Grorcz Epmunp Lowraran and Henry Martyn Jenxrys, solicitors 
(Eowthian & Jenkins), Keswick, Cumberland. March 31. The said 


Henry Martyn Jenkins wil] carry on the said practice under the name of 
**H. Martyn Jenkins, late Lowthian & Jenkins.”’ [ Gazette, May 12. 





Information Required. 


Hannan FArron.—Any person giving information to either of the 
undersigned ‘leading to the recovery of the Will of Hannah Farron, 
deceased, late of Ashton-under-Lyne, will be suitably rewarded. If the 
said will is not recovered by the 25th day of May, 1908, application will 
be made to admit a draft of the said will to probate.—Bower, Cotton, & 
Bower, 4, Breams-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, E.C., agents for 
J. B. Pownall, Ashton-under-Lyne, solicitor for the executors. 


General. 


Tt is stated, says the Times, that Sir Charles Mathews, the senior 
Treasury counsel, has agreed to accept the appointment of Director of 
— Prosecutions, which has been held for many years past by Lord 

esart. 


A memorial service for the late Mr. E. P. Wolstenholme was held in 
Lincoln’s-inn Chapel on Wednesday last, among those present being 
Lord Macnaghten, Sir James Stirling, Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr. Justice 
Warrington, and Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady. 


Mr. W. Hayes, who has died at the age of ninety-three, was, says the 
Evening Standard, for many years usher at the old Rolls Court in Chancery- 
lane, and afterwards at the Royal Courts of Justice. He was principa 
witness at the trial of the Rev. Henry Dodweil, who in 1878, shot at the 
judge, Sir George Jessel, as he was getting out of a cab at the Rolls Court. 


OChannell, J., has fixed the following commission days for holding the 
summer assizes on the North Wales Circuit :—Newtown, Tuesday, May 19 ; 
Dolgelley, Thursday, May 21; Carnarvon, Saturday, May 23; Beaumaris, 
Wednesday, May 27; Ruthin, Monday, June 1; Mold, Thursday, June 4. 
The dates for the second part of the assizes at Chester and Swansea, about 
the middle of July, have not yet been fixed. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
Tuesday after the vacation. Their list of business for May, says the 
Times, includes ten appe&lsa—viz. from Bombay, 2; Bengal, 2; and 
Madras, Newfoundland, China and Korea, Mauritius, Australia, and New 
South Wales, l each. There is a petition for the prolongation of a patent 
to be heard, and there are five judgments for delivery. 


At the er Academy this year, says a writer in the Globe, there is very 
little to remind the legal visitor of his calling. Nota wig to be seen on 
the walls. A portrait of the Common Serjeant by Mr. Harris-Brown, in 
which the learned judge is not arrayed in judicial attire, and a portrait of 
the late Professor Maitland by Miss Beatrice Lock, a daughter of the 
secretary of the Selden Society, are the only pictures with a special 
interest for the lawyer. There is rather more to appeal to his professional 
instincts in the sculpture rooms, where the features of Mr. Plowden, Sir 
Horatio Lloyd, and Mr. Erskiné Pollock, K.C., are to be seen in bronze. 


An Lrishman had to go to law, and in consultation with his counsel he 
was told, says the American Judge, that he had a fighting chance. 
Paddy, who was anxious to win his case, was meditative for a moment, 
and then said, ‘‘ Do you think it would be any good to send the judge a 
pair of ducks?” ‘‘ No, no; you mustn’t do that,’’ said his lawyer. “ If 
you send hima pair of ducks he will be sure to decide the case against 
you.”’ A day or so later the case was heard, and Paddy won with flying 
colours. In the course of the congratulations Paddy remarked : ‘‘ It was 
just as well I sent the judge them ducks.” ‘* What!” exclaimed 
counsel, ‘‘ did you send the ducks?” ‘‘ Yes,’”’ said Paddy, quite pleased 
wie Mets ** but after what you said I sent them from the man on the 

er side. 


What is the effect, asks a writer in the Law Magazine and Review, of a 
condition of sale providing that an abstract of title is to be delivered 
“im iately’’?, Re Todd and MeFadden’s Contract (1908, 1 Ir. R. 213) 
— at at om — 1~¥ a —- is aoe when a sale _ 

on December 30th, by a very on anuary ; apparently 
the delivery should have been, if not on the day of the sale, at least on the 
following day. And when thete is a further condition that requisitions 
are to be furnished within four days from the delivery of the abstract, the 
purchaser is released from this condition by the vendor’s. non-compliance 
with the condition as to immediate delivery, and the vendor cannot refuse 
to answer requisitions furnished a week after the abstract Was received. 
The cases applicable are Upperton vy. Nic (L. R. 6 Ch, 436). and 
Seng hiy.*, Haat (2 My. & Cr. 207): ‘(Ifa vendor does not _— comply 


"in that case the time for taking the obféctions, 
sad the mols ta which they are to be considered as waived, should depend 





thé court. 


‘on the general principles 


Darling and Bray, JJ., have fixed the following commission days for 
the summer assizes on the Midland Circuit: Aylesbury, W 3 
June 3; Bedford, Saturday, June 6: Northampton, Wednesday, June 10; 
Leicester, Saturday, June 13; Oakham, Friday, June 19; 
Saturday, June 20; Derby, Saturday, June 27; Nottingham, iv, 
July 4; Warwick, Friday, July.10; Birmingham, Thursday, July 16. 
Mr. Justice Bray will go on the circuit alone until Nottingham is reached, 
when he will be joined by Mr. Justice Darling. 


The Court of Criminal Appeal will sit for the first time on Friday, the 
15th of May, at 10.30, for the purpose of hearing applications for leave to — 
appeal and hearing appeals. There are stated to be seven cases set down 
for hearing, of which three are applications for leave to appeal and four 
are final appeals. In the three applications, two of the appellants have 
leave to be present, but the third one does not desire to attend the court, 
whilc in the four final appeals all the appellants are entitled to be present 
and will avail themselves of their right. Up to the commencement of 
this week fifteen appeals and applications for leave to appeal have been 
entered. 


A singular case of mistaken identity is reported from the oe 
court. A man, whose name in the warrant as enry 
Ellis, was with being £129 in arrears under a maintenance order 
made in favour of his wife, whom he was alleged to have deserted five 
years ago. When the case was before the court, the complainant, her 
mother and sister, and a man who worked with Fillis as a journeyman 
butcher, all swore that he was the complainant’s husband. the women 
declaring that they recognised him by his broken nose. prisoner 
stated that his name was Robert Charles Richer, that he had been a 
coachman in private service, and that he had never seen the complainant 
before in his life. At a su uent hearing a solicitor appeared for the 
prisoner, and was ab'e to satisfy the trates that it was a case of 
mistaken identity, and that Richer at the time of his alleged marriage 
with the complainant was in Lord Borthwick’s employ. His nose was 
broken bv a kick from a horse last December. The complainant admitted 
that she had made a mistake, and said that since the remand her husband’s 
parents had told her that he had gone to Canada. 








East Inptan Rartway Co.—We call attention to our advertising 
columns notifying the issue by this company of £2,450,000 £3 10s. per 
Cent. Debenture Stock at £96 10s. per cent. 

Leoat Insurance Oo. (Luurrep).—The list of applications for the issue 


of 100,000 Shares of £5 each will be closed to-day (Saturday), the 16th 
of May, 1908. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rora ov Reowsraans in ATTSxDANOE OF 





Aprzat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 2. Joyvos. Wasrimerton. 
ponoeas May 18 Mr, Real Mr. Church Mr, Greswell Mr. Leach 
Theed Synge Beal Farmer 
Greswell Theed Rorrer 
Synge Tindal King Chureh Greswell 
Rorrer Bloxam seal 
Tindal King Leach Goldechmidt 











Date. Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Swivvew Eavy. Novice. Pancea. Eva, 
Monday .........May 18 Mr, Theed Mr. GoldschmidtMr. Borrer Mr, Bloxam 
Tuesday “om pom = 19 Tindal King Church Greswell Leach 
Wednesday . 20 Bloxam Beal Farmer 
Thursday  ......0++ wn Leach Borrer 
Friday .......000-0 woe 22 Farmer Tindal King Church Greswell 
‘atmlay Sera woes OO Borrer Bloxam Synge Beal 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fnipay, May 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luarrep im Caanczry. 
scare oe Merry ems, teen aaa ae eas 3 
Adams, 309, Oxford st Evans & Co, Theobalds rd, solors for liq 
vi are on 
A one jase, vs saad thats oainse aad widvesons, oud tha, pastioulacs of taeir dabes 

claims, to Ferrier & Ferrier, Gt Yarmouth, solors to liquidator 


before June 9, to send 
ae William 


Ss 
it 


Hl 


A 8 . Lin —Creditors are required. 
‘rames and addresses, and the particulary of their debts ot claims, to 
Blakemore, 6, Old Jewry, liquidator 

Azteca Syypicats, Lautep—Creditors are required, on or before July 2%, to send 
, names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Laurence 
Johnson, 62, New Broad st, liquidator ‘ ye 4 

Lrurrep—Creditors uired, before June send 

a ee sl ae ae oe een damn ts Saves DET 
Neal, 110, Edun’ ee, Birmtghes: liquidator 


if 


lk 





Bortu Vatizy Gotp Mrxixe Co, Lrurrep— Creditors are get on ee 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, to 
B. Dawson, e hill chmbrs, liquidator a 
Baitisa awp Cowrrventat Art Pus.isnens, Luaten—Creditors are ° 
before June 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their. 
claims, to Waller L. Jode, 80, Walpole ra, Walthainstow, liquidator ett 
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are required, on or before June 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts an‘ claims, to Thomas Bernard 
Sar oe 125, Elmund Xt, Birmingham Forsyth & Co, Birmingham, solors for 


F. Surra & Co, Luatren—Petn for winding up, presented May 5, directed to be heard on 
19. Mawbv & Mawby, Queen st, Cheapside, snlors for petners, Notice of appear- 
Ph. reas reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 18 
woverarat Crepvir Co, Linrrep - Petn for winding up, presented May 5, directed to be 
“heed May 19. borough & Co, Austin friars, 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 18 


Dszacox & Watts, Lintrep—Creditors 


Laxcasaraz Tavst axp Mortoace Insunayce Corporation, Liwirep—Creditors are | 


on or before June 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
debts or claims, to William Rigby, 3, York st, Manchester Addleshaw & Co, 
, solors for liquidator 
M. Goowuax, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 13, to send their names 
and particulars of their debts or claims, to William Alfred Slade, 9, Old 
Jewry chmbrs, liquidator 
Miyzs axp Geyerat Trust, Linrtzp—Creditors are required, on or before June 27, - 
their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George Walker, 19, St Swithin’s In, liquidator 
uired, on or before May 20, to 
ei debts or claims, to Leonard 


their 


Risuaw, Martin, & Witsox, Linitzn—Creditors are 
vend their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
James Martin, 24a, Pickering p), Bayswater, liquidator 

Sr Demis Steausuir Co, Limrrep—Creditors are pass Seana on or before July 4, to send 
their names and addreases, and the their debts or claims, to to William 
Crossman Spencer, 41, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator 

8r Gzorcs Sreausuip Co or Liverpoor, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Julv 4. to send their names and adresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Spencer, 41, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator 

Sze axp Meesry Sreamsarr Co, Lintrzo—Creditors are required, on or before July 4, 

send their names addreeses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Crossman Spencer, 41, North John st, liquidator 

Guattwoon’s Motor axp Crciz Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Mav 22, to their names and addresss, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Henry William Tash, Midland Bank chmbrs, Middlesbrough, liquidator 

Usuiirep 1x CHaxcery. 

West Baouwice Cenraat Perwanent Money Soctery—Petn for winding up, presented 
May 6, directed to be heard at West Bromwich on May 20. J &L Clark, West Bromwich, 
solors for petner. Notice of eppesring must reach the above-named not later than 

6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 19 


London Gasetie.—Turspay, May 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1x Cuanogry. 


Binwtxonam Onepir Bark, samen mee are 
send sir names and addre particulars o 
Henry Grice, Elm rd, Sutton Colddeld, Woewicke liquidator 

Cartes Baoruens & Co, Linirep—Creditors are uired, on or before June 19, to send 
their names and addresses, with particulars of = eir debts or claims, to John William 

, care of Mesars Fox & Sons, Regent st, Barnsley, liquidator 

Disraicr Loaw axpv Discount Co, Limirep— Creditors are required, on or before ay 
28, to send in their nemes and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Woolley, 18, Lozeils st, Birmingham, liquidator 

Heattu Soar Co, Linirzp—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to send their 
names and addresses, os — of their debts or claims, to Frederic Walmsley, 
380, Produce ange, Walker, Manchester, solor for liquidator 

Joux Twrvopir & Co, ton (iw Vor: uxTary Lignipation) —Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented May 8, directed to be heard May 21. Ward, Newcastle upon 2, solor for 
petner. We uns of appearing must reach: the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 


uired, on or before May 28, to 
their debts or claims, to John 





Lancaster, Srzin, & Co, Limiten—Petn for winding up, presented May 7, directed to be 
heard May 26. Abrahams & Co, Tokenhous> yd, solors for petners, Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 25 

Layosoar, Lr itors are required, on or before June 8, to send their names and 

rticulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Raglan Sewell, Queen 

Anne chmbrs, ford. Taylor, Bradford, solor for liquidator 


Passo Canext, Linitresp—Creditors are required, on or before June 20, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Edward Jobn 
Pilcher, Parliament mans, Orchard st, Westminster, Claremont & Haynes, Bloomsbury 
aq, solor for liquidator 

Quaw Bapoo Mines, Lisrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before June 27, to send 
their names an , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Grosvenor 
George Walker, 19, 8t Swithin’s lo, liquidator 

Gzatawp Fxeroaina Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 2, to 
send in their names and addresses. with pirticulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
George Haswell, 94, Foregate st, Chester, liquidator 

be ps Patents, Luutep—Creditors are required, on or before June 25, to >_> their 

addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Cyril Rose y 2 

‘Waterloo pl, liquidator 
Unsiversat Investuext Co, Linitep—Creditors are required, on or before May 30, to send 
names , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
——- Market pl, Ashton under Lyne. Greaves, Manchester, solor for 


Wittrams & Co Shonen, grees Payee are oe on or before June 15, to 
send their names a: resses, and the particulars of their debts and clai to 
Meacock, Carlton chmbrs, Newport, Mon, liquidator tat Walter 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 
May 18.—Wx. Mououven, ot the Mart, t2: Freehold Residential and 
(org apy tet a reeho ential and Building Estate 
—Messrs. D. Buawerr, Sow, & Bappetey, at the Mart: Ground-rent (see 
sdeeineog May 9. p. i 


Fox om Bovsrietp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Pro- 
vestments (see advertisement, May 9, back page). 

21.—Mesers. Foster & Cranrreip, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Reversions, 
of Assurance, oe Ground -rents, Leasehold’ Property, and Residence (see 


this week, back page). 
N ry Sons, at the Mart: Freehold Ground-rent (see advertise- 


fie 
3 Box, & Daw, at the Mart, at e Freehold Building 


(see advertisement, May 9, back page e 
Freehold Property (see 


mae yee Reyxotps & Easoy, at 

oe DPE ob Oe t th te Hart Hotel, Sonning, verside 
— Messrs. Sinuons ss,at the Whi at 4: A Ri 

Residence (one advertisement, this week, p. iv.). ; : 


petrers. Notice of appearing | 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasetle,—Toxspay, April 21. 
Daves, Berroa Mee, ot, Corn Merchant 4 ae * au v Bowden and Prince, 
Swinfen Eady, J oodbridge, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet 
ye oe Gazette.—F ripay, poly a 


Saursox, Epwarp, Dacre, York May18 Heald v Bates and Richardson, Warrngtoni 
and Parker, JJ Richardson, Birmingham 
London Gasette.—Faivay, May 1. 
Noruaut, Avy Beryt Mo.iyyevx, Sth June 2 Fogg v Nuthall and Wright, 
Registrar, Liverpool District Wright. Liverpool 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Tussvay, May 5. 
Anu, Ronee Watuace, Coventry, Electro-Plate Manufacturer June12 Mogford, 
Baosnaw, Josten Haursox, Eeclee, Lanes, Insurance Agent June 6 Bold, Swinton, nr 


chester 
men , CoagLotre Rowena HI11, Tipton, Staffs, Licensed Victualler June2 Round 
ton 


Beck, ¥ies. Nottingham June2 Fraser & Son, No 

Bo.tox, Emma, Handsworth, Staffs June 10 ron 

Broskom Joux, Shipley, York June5 Dunn Bedford 

Butuer, Mary, Kirkby Fleetham, nr Bedale, York June 30 Rollit & Sons, Hall 
Cave, Euizapera, William st, Lowndes sq June 24 Taylor & Co, Strand 
CarTuew, CHARLES, Penerley rd, Catford May 2i Sampson, William st, Woolwich 
CouLiys, Frorence, Black pool Juneil Ponsonby & Carlile, Oldham 

Correw, Groner, Deal, Kent June9 Brown & Brown, Deal 

CRessweLt, Eten, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester June 29 Dyke, Duchy of Lan- 


caster Office 
Cum, Hees, Northfield, Ohio, USA May26 Leggatts & Carruthers, Raymond bldgs, 

ray’s inn 
£0nGe, St Ives, La Rocque, Jersey Junelé Dees & Thompson, Newcastle 


st, Lincoln’s ian 
ma poe ny Hewyry, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Metal Spinner June12 Mogford, 
irmin; 


moet, 3 ARTHUB “Wane, Catania, Sicily June 1 Stokes & Lewis, Stone bldgs, Lincoln's 


Senne, oer Any. Brighton June 24 Taylor & Co, Strand 
Foitwoop, Saeau, Crooke Shevington, Lancs May 30 Wall, Wigan 
Guiyng, Micaae, Northwich, Chester June ll Trafford & Cook, Northwich, Spedee 
Greexwvop, Joun, Salford, Lancs, Weighing Machine Maker Juve 1 Field & Cun- 
ningham, Manchester 
GreeTaam, Ropert, Scarborough June8 W & WS Drawbridge, Scarborough 
aa an Ronatp Henry Fuuxs, Charles st, Berkeley sq June 13 Dowson & 
urrey 8 
Hanp, Epwarp, Brook st, Grosvenor sq June 24 Taylor & Co, Strand . 
Harpis, Hees, Harborne, —— ham June 12 Mogford Sinan. 
Hicxsow, Roseat, Rudheath ire June! A&JE Fletcher, orthwich 
anon, Wussas Geones, Chidetabureh rd, Tulse Hill, Clerk June 8 Keene 
3 in 
ee Faxpenice Gerorcr, Margaret st, Marylebone May 30 Wordsworth & Co, 
o-msbury sq 
Hoorse, Epwarp Greysipg, Norwich May 24 James, Aylesbury 
Hoyres, Jane, Leigh+m av, Streatham pes 13 Potter & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Jacoss, Micuast, Sheffield June 24 Alderson & Co, Sheffi eld 
JERV OO ee’ Sir Henry Crarxe, Idsworth, or Horndean, Hants June9 Pollock & 
coln’s inn 


Drypex, 
on Tyne 
Dury, adenes Hoes, Weymouth June8 Le B-asseur & Oakley, Ca 


Kitcuenman, Emma, Halifax Junei5 Farrar, Halifax 

Lor, CuaRLorre Cuerey, Dalston In, Dalston Junel Bird & Eldridges, Gt James st 

ioe, Seo Jouy, Deptford, or Wylye, Wilts, Farmer June 1 Wilson & Sons 
sbury 

Manva.iy, Georces Hyracintae, Smyrna, Ottoman Empire, Commercial Clerk June 6 

Harston & Bennett, Bisho; te Within 

May, Hagaiert, Lunatic Asylum, Fishponds, Bristol yy A Bristol 

Mora, Puivip, Penarth, Shipowner es Downi 

Moszs, Txomas, D; on, Grocer May 80 Wilkes 06 Wile Wilkes, Bavsngtn 

Moreuy, Marearer. Felton st, Hoxton Junel Pidduck, Cannon 

Nicsots, Beyyamix, York rd, King's Cross June1 Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Fanengeres, Wittam, Gt ‘Lever, Bolton, Fruit Salesman May 15 Monks & Co, 
on 

Payasr Ler Knockin, Salop, Licensed Victualler June 20 Jackson & Ferrington, 


westry 

Fussy, Somaune Evizasetu, Selsey, Sussex June 1 Cronin & Son, Southampton st, 
msbury 

Purtiirps, Fraxces Ann Copywer, Auckland, New Zealand June 4 Blyth & Co, 

Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Buen We.iesizy Pegx, Cheetham Hill, Manchester June 11 Ponsonby & Carlile, 
m 

Rounp, Simsox, Wordsley, — June 2 Round, cohen 

Samvat, Hanarer, Dawson ease peng 8q "May 30 Addleshaw & Co, Manchester 

Suarp, Catuerine Poon, June 2 Griffith & Co, Newcastle upon 


e 
Suaw, Georce, Nottingham May 21 ry one. ogag 
Tarriasatt, Exizasera, rough, : Doncaster June 5 Atkinson & Sons, 


Wee, <> Vicarage rd, ‘Tune 5H Wick June8 Sherrard & Se, Coen 

1L80N, Epwarp, & Hughes, Arthur st West, London Bridge 

Woop, Evtex Axx, een tee Juneil Ponsonby & Carlile, Oldham 
pane a, May 29 We whmy ae 

Asso.on, Awruony, Ramsden, Oxford Lifes [eco 

Amos, AnuE Euzabera wit Worl, cunie suly “Sohnwons & & oy Sovon *s inn 

Awpenson, Janes, Ro , Sussex, Gardener May ‘33 Hughes, East Grinstead 

Ayres, GiLzs, Resting June 8 AR 

Brace, Marrurw, Chesham, 1 & How, Chesham 

emer Emma Manoaner, Baan apa Victoria, Australia June 9 Blyth & Oo, 


Brook, Joz Hiram, P. , Huddersfield, Builder June10 Sykes, Huddersfield 
Bucxsaiper, Resecca, June8 Brain & 

Buriee, Evizasera Ana, Worthing June 24 Goodman, W: 

Cussea, Fe na King’s rd, Chelsea June 16 aint & Co, Bank chambers, 


Corzmay, Witt14M, Eastnor, Hereford 
Cooprs, Frax es 5 


ors, Gt Mal Worcester June eh. 
CorwzILuz, Mary Ayx, New "s rd, Fulham & Co, Copthall 
Daseer, Biz Anera, rd, Guanersbury > twa & Co, Lincoln's, 
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Dearpen, Saran, Tottington, Lancs June17 Thomas Lord, 273, Bury rd, Tottington 


ohnson Gray's inn 
,» Lancs June5 ifn, corsa n 


Dowr, James, , Suffolk, Farmer May 20 
Fatoon, Isanet, Cashel, Galway *June2% J 
Fuiercarr, Evizapers, Ww 
Forp, Exiza, 

Fraser, Rosent, Liverpool, Shi 
Fares, ALraep Expow, Stour 
Fay, Joux, Manor st, Chelsea June 15 


JunelO H 


Ganvar, Jaurs Heray, Grosvenor rd, P: 
Gt James st, Bedford ro 


Granzeuia, ADOLFo, - of Como, Italy 


Hancock, Cuan.orte, Notti Ma Re ry 
Haziewoop, Ancet Janz, Kettlewell, Yorks 
Howaagp, Axy, Boscombe, Southampton June 8 > 


Jackson, Estuer, Wind 
Jounsoy, Jonn Grove, Highgate 
Kina, Joszeru, Catford June4 Weller, B: 
Kriexuam, Tuomas, Salford, P 4 Dealer June 
Laxcasuire, Faances, Stockton 


ermere Juoe 30 Milne, Kendal 


Lawson, Mary Aanzs, Liverpool July 11 Harrison & erpool 

Lixvo, Gasaizt, West st, Finsbury circus June 18 Lindo & Co, West st, Watron, Ricnarp, 

ppg Exizanetu, Byker, Newcastle upon May 7 Pg & Co, one 4 Wanoviey, Taomas, Hoinet, Salo; 

Mason, Ennest, m Berks June 18 mbard st Warsox Whalton, 
tenham * CVrinterbotham & Co, 


Marca-Patuuirrs, Locy Franors, Chel 
Cheltenham 
Maywagp, Joun Cianxsow Marti, eng teem June 10 


Mosseeter, Joun, Stourbridge, Colliery 
bridge 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasetis.—Fatpay, May 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asganams, Hangis, and Moneas Kaiser, fotions 
ea , Fish Curers High Court Pet April 4 
a 


Barnes, foe Ayn, All Saints and St A yaaa Norfolk, 
Baker a "Pet May5 Ord Ma 


Banas, ine yo op. hill, Sydenham Greenwich 
ay 5 

CoLvILye, cms, Newcastle on Tyn>, Licensed Victualler 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet ov ¢ Ord May 4 

Dacomss, Joun. e, Dorset, Builder 
Poole May 1 Ord Ms 

DanizE.s, Ps on lumen” Cheshire, Fruiterer Stock- 
port Pet May4 Ord Ma’ 


Evsy, Hexay Ouement, Okino’ Norton, Worcester, Motor 
Car Body Maker Birmingham "Pet May 2 Ord 


May 2 
Susu Taoxas ao Barrow in pana, Batcher 
B Furness Pet May 4 x. Ma: 
meer, * ks, Coal Merchant 
y 


Hewarp, Tuomas aaa oven Leicester 
Barton oa Trent Pet April9 Ord April 30 

Hiscacuirrz, Wiiu1am, Menston, bn Yorks, Wood 
= Turner ae ea Ord May 3 

OLBBOUGH, HARLES, Small Hi h, Birmingham, Fruiterer 
am Pet May 5 Onl May 5 

Horxunxe, Jonxn Witt, re Skin Dresser 
Middlesbrough Pet May5 Ord May 


arrow in 
Gaeex, Boapete oh 


Hueuxs, James Tuomas, Wolverha mapton, Contractor 
verham, Pet May 4 Ord May 4 

am! ~~ + Woe Yorks, Grocer Wakefield Pet 
y 


May 

ee, ba Me ye ory Cam , Car- 
penter borough | Pet, e -*-- Ord Ma: ~~ 

—- ‘Geoxen * igan Pet 
April 

KirkxEss, 4, Ord His he an, and Octavius ALLen Kiexwess, 
Bearboroug ugh, Jewellers Scarborough Pet April 14 

y5 

Kovea, Samugst Haatey, Church Diestton, Salop, Solicitor 

Shrewsbury Pet April 28 Ord May 


Lows, Farperick James, Uxbridge Ag A <y Coffee 
pool, Cartiog 


House Keeper Brentford Pet 
Manners, Faspeaiox Wituam, Wi 

Contractor Su Pet a Mar 6 Ord Ord oS 
Maysriecp, J, Judd st, Easton rd,Carman High Court 
Pet April io Ord May 6 


illman, Lewes 
—— June 19 Hill & Co, Li 
pr Travis & 
inn fields 


Gauuey, Faances, Tunstead, Norfolk Jane 26 yo “Norwich 
imlico, Licensed Victualler June 5 Murrough, 


row 
Goopwim, Jorn, Skegness, Farmer June 2 yt & Co, Rovtiieg, Lines 


June 30 Si F 
une Bromley insbury pymnt 


roprietor June 24 Travis & Sheldon, Stour- 


Napier, Emity CarpHaconta 
Ovpgam, Joux, 


on, Stourbridge 


Rosson, Janes, Ni 
Rourres, ee ee 


Saunpens, Cactt Ror, 
Co, Lombard st 


Srera, Brxsawin, 
Sraakes, 


row 
Trxpae, Mary, 


Downy & Linnell, Conduit st | Wivson, Ricnaap, 











Manspex, Jony, Brinscall, Lancs, Butcher Bolton Pet 
May5 Ord May 5 
Mitirr, Ernest Grorce Wy + oot, it md, 
di Greenwich 


Miuer, Joan Mevsourne, Hosne, ~~ AB, 1 
Pet Fe’ Ord May 


ores Wak ony "Canarves, Farmer Bangor Pet 

y4 

Papsory, Wasa Ricwarp, Beckenham, K 
builder Cro: Pet March 9 

Patmer, Joun Jonzs, Frod 
Warrington Pet May4 Ord May 

Parker, Faep, Bradford, Frait Ae ah ll Bradford Pet 


May5 Ord ae 
Paruurs, Joux, Gt Mongeham, nr oa, Kent, Carpenter 
Canterbury Pet May5 Ord gi 


Txomas, Epwarp, Tynewydd, Lianfair, Montgomery 
‘armer Newtown Pet April 14 Ord May 5 ; 


Tustix, Grores Epwarp, pei it_ Ont May 4 
Wolv Pet A) 14 Ord Ma 

Wess, Toomas Strepaex, t Goal Merchant 
Rochester Pet April 16 Ord 


Waiont, Wanves Haeny Monrzis, Maye Cycle Dealer 
Norwich 


Pet May5 Ord May5 
Amended notice etatinie® tre Gab published & the 
London Gazette of Feb 7 


Avexanver, J W, Jans In, Aldersgate st, Picture Postcard 
Dealer ‘High Court Pet Oot 21 Oni Feb's 


saat MEETINGS. 


Apeanams, Haents, and Mores Karser, Artillery In 
“Bis te, Fish Curers May 19 at 12 Bankruptcy 
ldgs, arey st 
ansblien caer James, Milborne St. Andrew, Dorset, Coal 
Merchant lee 19 at 12.45 Off Rec, ‘City chmbrs, 
st, jury 





Morais, Avotrnvus Putuirss, Crowle, Lincs "May 30 


Parsons, Jouxn Groner Cranons, Iriams o’ th’ 
& Sons, Manchester 

Pearson, Joun, Wilmslow, Chester, Commission Agent 
Manchester 

PorrLewst, gen. Dat Bradford Junes Jeffry, 


Hants 

Sxcartax, Lewis pdemeg bo ale 

om, Warehouseman June 16 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Mantas, Middlesbrough June 1 Belk & Co, 

satey Aurrep, Upham, Farmer 
Tayor, Heway, Edgerton, Huddersfield, Iron Merchant June 4 Laycock & Co, 
Tenterpex, Joux Henny Assorr Baron, Stafford pl June 30 Harrison & Co, Bedford 

2 gy! Pi oe het ap Ashton under 
Higher Domine, une Ee Lyne 


Wrwwe, Coances, Shak: 
Yarss, Ropant, Bolton uly 





Markb: Co, Coleman st 
Dyke, of Lancaster Office 
t,nr Manchester May 30 Orford 
June 6 Boddington & Oo, 


Hants ave 8 


June 8 frnott & Go saeinmttaeenitiall 
une Pa 
=F ey oy eH Cooke, Abingdon at, West- 


aT On 2 AB ng a June 10 Lioyd-Jones, Gresham 


June 15 Gunner & Renny, Bishop's 


oon, Dedley 


Pp Sense Warren & ren & Go Market 
Northumberland, Farmer June 1 Brett” Morpeth 


Glam May 27 Morris, 


, Glam 
Labourer es Ashburner, Ulverston 
rd, Acton June1l Hickson & Moir, New Broad st 
5 Hart-Dyke, Duchy of Office 


Barry, Perctvat, Sydenham i Sydenham May 21 at 12 
132, York rd, Werteiaster 


Yorks Provision Merchant 
Reapatene ~~ aes, ne, $4, Don st, Yorks, Provision 
M hant May 18 at 1139 off 24, Bond st, Leeds 
Consens, eo ry Newcastle on on Fae, 
May 16 at it Off Rec, 39, Mosley st, Ni on 


Gaus! fxm Brentford, Narserymen May 19 at 12 14, 


Bed 
Giusetr, La > Hewey, 8t Tudy, Cornwall, Farmer 
May 19a! 2 Molesworth Arms adebridge 
Geawam, Cugistoruer, Kingston upon Hull Seine 

Clerk “May 16 at 11 Off Rec, York Vity Bank chmbr 


BRaxLanns, | Joux 
May 6 


Poynter, Artaur, Newcastle on Draper | Gaezn, kg = Joun, Ilkley, Fut, Get Merchant May 
Newcast' le on Tyne Pet May 1 Ty, oath 18 at 12 Off Rec, 24, Bond st 

Pama, ee oe Cardigan Aberystwyth Ganrem, Some og campos eee May 

et 4 Ma ff Rec, W 

Guanes: oboe Sh Hanpwick, Joux Gecwer , Day, [ect 
tractor Brighton Pet April 23 Ord May 6 vi May 16 at 11 Of Reo, 4, Pull ut, Derby 

Ramsay, Farpexicx Jouy, Victoria rd, Woo —_ ——~_ te am, Menston, Otley, Yorks, Wood 
mercial Traveller H art ret Ms 4 Ord May 4 Turner 719 at It Os Das, i, Bene 9 

Ramspex, Jonas, ridge, Huddersfield, Lawrence, Josera eye Buber’ 
Huddersfield "Pet May5 Ord May 5 May 16 at 12 ne, 

Sarre, WituiaM, - ee Boot Dealer High Court | Lewis, Gzonas, Pd nies borin, ‘armer 19at 3.15 
Pet April 11 - 4, st, Barnstaple 

Sr Joux, CHagtes Grey, "Snes mans, Northumberland | Lows, Faspraice Ja Uxbridge Hanwell, Coffee 
st, Builder High Court Pet Jani8 Ord March 9 House May isat3 14, row 

Sree., Atrazp, New Cross, Horse Dealer Court | Mansrreco, J, Judd st, co ee May 19 at 11 
Pet M 25 Ord May 4 bid: 


Manspex, ons, Brie Lanes, Butcher May 20 at 2 


19, 
’ 
meade [Of Reo, City City chiabrs, Catherine a, Salisbury © 
BORGER brag mots rd, 
a Many son 11.90 0 132, York 14, Westminster 
ay ovane, Horne, Hi , Surrey May 20 
a n, Westie 


ster B 


Paogorr, Wivtaw Bic 182, York alge: ~ ea 

Paneen, RED, 3 Fruit pas 19at8 Of 
Rec, 12, Duke ~ aa Bradford 

PoystTss, N 


an yt Foun, Shoreham, vem Sale 
Fs seoen victors’ sd, Wood Greéa, 


AY, rane Joux 
Commercial Traveller May 2) at 12 Bankruptoy bidgs, 
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-— oe Tom, Rugby, Builder May 18at3 Off Rec, 8, 
at, ventry 


Sr Jone. Cwantas Guey, Osborne mins, Northumberland 
May 20 at1 Bankruptey bdgs, Carey at 
Burra, WititaM, Hampstead rd, Boot Dealer May 18 at 1 
7 bligs, Carey st 
A.LFarp, New Cross, Horse Dealer May 20 at ll 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Stroxuam, ia Joun, Bradford, Coach Painter May | 


1atil Off Kec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Srorr, Jouys Tomas, Buraley, Deaper May 16 at 11 Off 
Ree, 18, Wiacxley st, Preston 

Tuomas, Ricwarp, Tony ndy, Glam, Grocer May 19 at | 
10.30 Off oat Office echmbrs, Pontypridd 

Wess, Tromas mh Sheerness, Kent, Coal Merchant 
May 25 at 12.15 115, High st, Rochester 

Wenrtzert, Farperarc Cuxaaces, Herne Bay, Kent, Com- 

Traveller May 18 at 11.30 132, York rd, | 

Westminster Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Avexanper, James Watson, Long In, Aldersgate st, 
Picture Post Card Dealer Hign Court Pet Oct 21 


Ord May 1 
Avus, Agtuvce Hewry, =" Draper North- 
pton Pet April15 Ord May 


am 
Banwes. Saran Ann, All Saints AA St Peter, Norfolk, | 


ker Norwich Pet May5 Ord May 5 

Beancanps, Joux, Ilkley, Yorks, Provision Merchant 
Leeds Pet April 16 Ord May 5 

Beantanps, Joseru, Ben Rhydding, Yorks, Provision 
Merchant Leeds Pet Aprili6 Ord May 2 

Berry, Aagcnve Mersovrne, Kendal, Westmoreland 
Kendal Pet March 28 Ord May 6 

Suapen. Eevest, Maidenhead Windsor Pet Oct 14 Ord 

4 


y 
CauLenver, Gronak Marsuatt, Victoria st, Westminster, 
Bitumen Manufacturer High Court Pet Dec 24 Ord 


May 
Caruom, “Avravn James, Darwen, Lancs Blackburn Pet 
vi 


Gongesa, Faancis Newcastle on Tyne, Li cont Victualler 
castle on Tyne Pet May 4 Ord Ma 
Decsmea, ArtHvus ha ~ Brankaome, Do in Builder 
Poole Pet May1 Ord May 4 
Danre.s, Auuey, , 
Pet May 4 Ord May 4 


Danrsy, Watrer, Gt Winchesterst HighCourt Pet Feb 24 | 
Ord May 5 | 


y 
Evey, Henry Crement, King’s Norton, Worcester, Motor 


Car Body Maker Birmiagh am PetMay2 Ord May 2 | 


Frecx, Ospert Snaw, West Bridgford Nottingham 
Pet March 23 Ord May 5 

Gaanam, Curistorner, Kingston upon Hull Shipowner’ 2 
Clerk K Kingston upon Hu!l Pet March 16 Ord May 

Green, Fraxcis Jonn, likley, Coal Merchant Leeds | 
May2 Ord May 2 

Hewanrp, Tuomas Hvumpnery, Hugglescote, Leicester, 
Grocer Burton on Trent Pet Aprii9 Ord May 5 

Hixcucurre, Witiiam, Menston, Otley, Yorks, Wood 
Turner Leeds Pet May2 Ord May 2 

Houses, Wiciram, Norwich, Secretary to the Labour 
Institute Norwich Pet March 31 Ord May 5 

Horxoxo, Joux Ne — Skin Dresser 

ug! 


Ord May 
—- as Castleford, oe Waketeld Pet May 5 


Hvours, ae A Tomas, Wdeuipastien, Contractor 
Wolverham; Pet May 4 Ord May 

Horcnixsoy, Wittiam, Wimblington, C snbridee, Carpen- 
ter Peterborongh Pet May5 Ord May5 

Lesuin, Joux Gorpox, Southchurch gdos, East Ham, 
Surgeon High Court Pet April 28 Ord May 5 

Manners, Farperion Witiiam, West Hartlepool, Cutting 
Contractor Sunderland Pet May6 Ord May 

Marspey, Jouy, Brinscall, Lancs, Butcher Botos Pet 
May5 Ord May 5 

Maunver, Eowaro Guy, Budge i Cannon st High 

Pet March 1) Ord May 7 
Miiuee, Eanest Georce Veerat, Knighton —_ rd, 
Greenwich Pet May4 Ord May 

Moraes, Witciam, and Joux Moreis, Aston New Town, 
Birmingham, Metal Manufacturers Birmingham Pet 
March 14 ‘Ord May 4 

Owe O Owen, Glanrafon Farm, Lieoreg, Carnarvon, 

Bangor Lg % Ord May 
— ca, Fano, Bra Bradford, Fruit Selesmee’ Bradford Pet 
y 

Paturs, Jou, — tM Mongeham, nr Deal, Carpenter 

Canterbury Pet May5 Ord Miy5 


ve, Cheshire, Fruiterer BStock- | 


| Parrouase, ee 5, Spore, Cardigan Aberystwyth 
Pet M 

| Ramsay, eS ee oun, Victoria rd, Wood Green. 

Middlesex, Commereial Traveller High Court Pet 

| May4 Ord May 4 

Ramsapex, Jonas, Milnsbridge, nr Huddersfield, Dyer 
Huddersficid Pet May 5 oa Sars 

Rocers, Farperick James, Stile Hall gdns, Chiswick, 
Potato Salesman Brentford Pet April 30 Ord May 5 

Suita, Atrazp Jacksoyx, Cosham, Hants, Baker Ports- 
mouth Pet Apnls Ord May 5 

| Tavrs, Caartes Barton, Hove, oom, Upholsterer 
Brighton Pet April 10 Ord May 6 

Trowsox, Norman GaranamM Prens pe feomtes, Cowes, 

| Loft W Newport Pet Oct14 Ord May? 

Testix, Grorce Epwarp, Wolverhampton, fatten 
Wolverhampton Pet Aprill4 Ord May 

| Warts, Joserpa Percy, Shakespeare cre«, ae Park, 
Marine Engineer High Court Pet May1 Ord May 5 

Wess, Taomas Steruen, Sheerness, _— Coal M 


Water Lovis, Shoreditch, Tailor High Court Pet 
April 9 Ord May 7 
Yea? Ernest, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet May 6 
y 6 


Wrvarrt, Geatean, Modbury, Paem, Licensed Victualler 
Plymouth Pet May9 Ord May 

Youso Freperick = Hanover "pq. Tailor High Court 
Pet Aprill Ord May 7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Attn, Anraos Henry, Northampton, Travelling Draper 
May 20 at 11 Off Bec, Bridge st, Northam 

Batsnaw, Jamas, ‘ord, Lancs, Coal Merchant May 20 
at3 Off Rec, Byrom 

Baawnes, Sande Ay, Ail its and St Peter, Norfolk, 
Baker May 23 at 12.30 OF Bee. 8. Sine Norwich 

Boyses, Samuzt, New Tupton, North q 


Biegiin, Soma ies Cask. Chester, Fi 
iTOCK, JOHN nr AD r, arm 
Lab May 22 at 11.80 Off Rec, 23, King Edward 





Rochester Pet April 16 Ord Nor 
Waicut, Warsves Hagry ae orwich, Cycle Dealer 
Norwich Pet May5 Ord Ma 


London ER 4pm May 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Berry, Henry, Congleton, Cheshire, Seemaes Victualler 
| Macclesfiela Pet May8 Ord May 
Bowpiper, James, Kingston on The ames, Restaurant 

| Keeper Kingston, Surrey Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

| Burton, Horace Aset, Litcham, Norfolk, General Dealer 

| Norwich Pet May 7 Ord May7 

| Davies, Lzowarp Tomas, East Surrey ve, Peckham, 
Baby Carriage Maker High Court Pet May 7 Ord 
May 

| Ditxs, Af pert CuarLes Henry, Workeop, Leather Dealer 

| Sheffield Pet May7 Ord May7 

| Exxor, Joux, jun, Rowqusy, Cornwall, Surveyor Truro 

| 


| Pet May9 Ord May 9 
Frevp, Farperick, Claremont rd, \ sateen Grocer 8t 
Albans Pet May7 Ord May 
| Granam, James, Richmond, Osafectioner Wandsworth 
| Pet May7 Ord May7 
| Hawnor, James, rye Provision Merchant Chester 
Pet May7 Ord May 
Harais, Feancis pt pe East Sheen, Surrey Wandsworth 
Pet Feb 22 Ord May 7 
Haraisoy, Faank Forster, Prittlewel], Eesex, Commercial 
Clerk’ Chelmsford Pet May 8 Ord May 8 
| Harrop, Harorp, ani Joun Percrvat Hargor, Bradford, 
Wool Merchants Bradford Pet Mays Ord May 8 
| Henpeasoy-Roz, Caristoraer Gorpox 7 oo nr 
} Exeter High Court Pet April1l Ord Ma: 
Hitt, Tuomas, St George’s, Salop, Grocer Mitadcley Pet 
May 8 Ord May 8 
Hirst, Jony, sen,and Joun Hiast, jun, Derby, Tobacconists 
Derby Pet May6 Ord May 6 
| Hvuears, Thomas, yo Bristol, Builder Bristol 
| Pet April 27 Ord Ma: 
| Jessop, AtrreD AusTIN, a Joun Caries Jackson, 
Ketteri Shoe | eames No Pet 
May 9 rd May 
Kersey, Frayors, Semmes st, Streatham Wandsworth 
Pet May 7 Ord May7 
Kwieut, Joux, Gertrade st, King's rd, Chelsea, Builder 
High Court Pet May9 Ord May 9 
| Mackay, Dante. Baty, Hetee, Yorks Middlesbrough 
Pet April 27 Ord May 
Mannino, Sterxey, Barneck, No rieneton, Blacksmith 
Peterborough Pet April 28 Ord Ma. 
Minns, Rosert Georce, n, Norwich, Builder Norwich 
Pet May9 Ord May9 
Hots, Bewena, Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet May 7 
y 7 
Nerpaam, Sows, Handsworth, Commercial Traveller 
Birmingham Pet May 8 Ord May 8 
Ontos, by ag and Francis Trowas, ony. 
Cycle Agents a ag Pet May9 Ord Ma’ 
Parsons, MaLooum - cee gate High Court 
Pet Aprilé6 Ord May 
Ropest Ives & Co, Swift. Ag Fulham, Builders High Court 
Pet March 24 Ord May 8 
Sapuier, CHARLES, ag? a Glos, Coal Agent Gloucester 
Pet April 24 Ord May 9 
Simpson, Horace, Craven pk rd, Harlesden, Tailor High 
Court Pet March 31 Ord May 7 
Stevens, Syoney, Redfield, ee, Commercial Traveller 
Bristol Pet May 9 Ord May 
Symuons-Jeune, Bertram poe Boraver, Knightsbridge 
High Court Pet April9 Ord May 





The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 























Ce OFFICE oe ie 





Copied trom Policy dated 1728, 


Law Courts Branch: 40, 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE,| and BMPLOYBRS’ LIABILITY 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, | including ACCIDENTS TO 

ao BURGLARY, 





] N FIRE OFFICE 
63, THREADNESDLE ‘st, E.C, 





Insurances effected against the following risks :— 


FIRE. 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 


DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 
CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A, W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


FUNDS IN HAND 


£2,764,234. 


st, 
Bovttow, Exocn, Crewe, Plumber May 2)at12 Off Rec, 
King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
Dacompg, ARTHUR Joux, Branksome, Dorset, ig ee Sey 
2 Messrs Curtis & oo. 42, Station rd, P 


20 
Danpo, Feayx, Mi ig =e, Ge alier 
May 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, 3, Balbwin st, B 
Davigs, Leonarp Tuomas, Sarrey sreres Beckham, 
Baby Cyesiage Maker ‘May 2Latil ruptcy bldgs 
Dosw, Artave Gresox, Lichfield, Staffs May 20at10 Of 
Bec, Wolverham 
Worcester, Motor 


Exey, Henry Cuement, King’s Norton, 
- - Maker May 21 at 12 191, Corporation at, 
‘irm: 


Giapstone, Tuompson, Skerton, nr Lancs, Baker May 20 
at 11.30 Palatine Restaurant, Market st, Lancaster 
Gaanam, James, erg Ra May 22 


at 11,30 132, York rd. 

Harais, Francis Epwanrp, East tom = May 22 
at3 182, York rd, Westminster bres 21 

Harsor, Harowp and Joux Praciv ABROP, on: 
Wool Merchants May 2latiil Off Rec, 12, Duke st. 
Bradford 

ae Curstopner Gorpow, en nor Exeter 
May 20at11 Bankruptcy 

Hewanp, Towa rg; i te, Laer, 
Grocer y 2lati2 , 47, 

Hisserv, Jous Seymour, East » Pomerat, Builder 
May 20 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 

Hoxsrovas, Coartes, Small Heath, Buattatam, Pruiterer 
May zl at 11.30 191, Comaatioa ah Birmingham 

oa Tuomas, Bis fon, Bristol, Builder aay 20 at 

Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

How, Simxon, Castleford, Yorks May 20 at 11 Off Rec, 

6, Bond 


r, Waki 
rag & Co, Rosert, Swift st, on Builders May 20 at 
Bankru vI 


Jac db oS vir ates May 21 at 3 19 
Kresey, Faancis, Leverson st, Streatham May 22 at 12 
132, York ‘estminster 


Kirxness, Groner Enaas, and Octavius Auten Kiaxyess, 
~~ Jewellers 1 2.30 Off Rec, The 
Red House, Duncombe pl, ¥: 

Kovan, — Haawey, Church pene ek Balop, Solicitor 
May 21 at 2 Urban District Council Office, Church 


Maywens, Faxperick WILLIAM ll, 
Contractor ny te at3 Ofte, Men or ph 8 
Masxett, Davip Grorcer, Cardi ff, Café r May 
woat 12 Off Ree, 114, 8t Mary st, 
Morais, WiiuiaM, and Joux Morgis, Aston New Town, 
, Metal Manufacturers May 22 at 11.30 
191, Corporation st, 


Neat, Epwakp, Leicester, May 20at 3 Off Ree, 
Berrid; 


1, ge 
Pater, Jouyx Jonzs, Five Crosses, Frodsham, Cheshire, 
Stonemason May 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


chester 
Parsons, ene K, oe a gate May 21 at li 
Baakru 


‘Carey st 
Pearson, w= Be auTger, Dennis Park, Stourbridge, 


Fe May 21 at 12 Reo, 199, Wolverhampton at, 


ay... “Seed Brierley Hill, Staffs, Glass bee Sapatootnyy 
May 21 at 11 Dudley Arms Hotel, D = 
a. Joun, Aberystwyth, Cardigan y 23 at 12 
en Sou, Mean, oo Mathentdh, D 
Ramspen, Jonas, » ur 
May 21 at 2 The Huddersfield Incorporated ped 
Bociety’s Imperial arcade, New st, 
Huddersfield 


Rogers, Fraepeatck James, Stile Hall Seyi. 

Salesman May 2 20at12 14, Bedfo 

Sunewiy, a, General Carrier al Carrier May 22 at 
11 Off Rec, B, King Edward 


Simpson, Bangon, Craven a rd "Harlesden, Ta Tailor May 
@atli Bankru at, 
Syuons-J nome, BerreaM Salen Bunsury, o_ Minigfitabehige 


May 21 Bong > > bldgs, 

AS, tks Lianfair, Montgom 
THOT atimer May 30 at 12 Bull’ Welshpool’ 
Taouson, Nosmax Granam Piers DE —— Cowes, IW, 

May 20 at 8.30 Off Keo, 67, st, Cowes, 
Shoreditch, Tailor May 21 at at 12 Bank. 


Watters, Lovts, 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Waicut, Warner Hann Monae, Norwich, Cycle Dealer 


May 20 at 12.30 8, King at, Norwich 
Youre, Frevearcx Davin, sq, Tailor May 25 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bam, WwW, yf ~ +5 ane Tailor Wandsworth 


May 8 
> Serer Cheshire, Licensed Victualler 
Banks, May Ord Mays 





\uy “= suas, eS tay 0 Oct’ oe Keeper 








jo wiht . y @ Qe i Geta 8 be oh ed et eet et 
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Bvaros, Hosace Azer, Laem, Norfolk, General Dealer Went, Bewane, Leicester, Bitcher Leicester Pet May 7 Abcrideed Prospectus. 
a 
cuentas lg om ean nikon, etre, orem torr | RAST INDIAN RALLWAY COMPANY 
ford Pet 81° Ord May 7 Pot May 8 Ord May 8 . 
ar Carlsen Mine” Righ Goat GO hay Ged | °eGetaceens Wetcneea Beaton Setar ee ets 
e er y 
May7 Pornrer, ARTs Newcastle on Tyne, Scotch Draper Issue of #2,450,000 East Indian Railway 
Driks, Atsear Crartes Hexny, Worksop, Notts, Leather Newcastle pg Pet May1_ Ord May7 #3 10s. per cent. Debenture Stock, 
Dealer Sheffield Pet May 7 -Ord May 7 Tuomas, Epwarp, . » Mi 
Bones, i, jun, Boosey, Cornwall, Saryeyor Truro ee J —— eee on eee A il May 6 TRANGFERABLE FREE OF STAMP DUTY. 
a ABNER. RNEST, 
Gate, Tox, Brentford Market, Brentford, Seedsman Ord May 6 Guaranteed by the Secretary of State for India in 
tford Pet March 23 Ord May 8 Wenrtzett, Farpearc Caartes, Herne Bay, Kent, Com- Council, as meationed below. 
“int aie, eee Modbers Devon Licensed. Victualler a 
a ay vaTT, CHARLES, . Devon, ’ 
Hpnenee, ond eastens shay ge ean, Commpenetat Plyt Pet May9 Ord May 9 th "Cimpanyr dt 1895 (58 Ate cafen ppa te a 
ot ¢ 
Hanon, Hanowo, sed Jon Petcrray slasaoy Roadie, | AUST Teeles Gantiect May: eee 
00 ants 0 e 
Hira. Tomas, Ghiteal, Selop, Grocer Madeley Pet’ May | Dantasrox, Anruun tgs a Ee erin Ont PRICE OF ISSUB £96 10s. PER CENT. 
_ May 5 Three Monthe’ Interest due on the 


Hrast, Joun, sen, and Jonw Hiast, jun, Derby, Tobacco- 
nists Derby Pet Mayé Ord May 6 

Jessor, Airaep Avustix, and Jonn Crates Jackson, 

ettering, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturers 

Northampton Pet mag Ord May 9 

Kovaes, Samuet Haruxy, Church Stretton, Salop, Solicitor 
Shrewsbury Pet April 23 Ord May 8 

Lewis, Witttam Manse.t, Pontycymmer, Glam Cardiff 
Pet April 16 Ord May 9 

Lows, Farpeaicxk James, Uxbridge rd, Hamwell, Coffee 
House Keeper Brentford Pet April9 Ord May 8 

Masxett, Davip Groree, Cardiff, Café Manager Cardiff 
Pet April9 Ord May7 





Mins, Ropert Georae; Eaton, Norwich, Builder Norwich 
Pet May9 Ord May 9 


Amended notice substituted for thet published in the 
London Gazette of 8: 
Aum, Artaur Heyry, a Travelling Draper 
Northampton Pet April 15 May 6 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


M Tuomas, Poolstock, Wigan, Ironmonger Bolton 
awAdjud Feb 22, 1897 Annul April 29 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDE@ DISUHARGED. 


Maxnixes, pee nr Chichester, Dairyman 
——- Rec 16,1896 Adjud March 19, 
Annul and Dis April 24 





TEE LAW ASSOOLIATION 


For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the Metropolis and Vicinity. 
INSTITUTED 1817. 


Tue {Ninety-rirst AnnvaL GeneraL Court 
Tavrspay, the 28rx May, 1908, 


will be held at the Law Socrery’s Hatt, on 


AGENDA. 
To Receive from the Board of Directors a Report and Statement of Accounts for the 


past year. 


To Elect Officers for the ensuing year, and on General Business. 


The Chair to be taken at Two o'clock precisely. 
By Order of the Board, 


3, Gray’s-inn-place, W.C. 


E. EVELYN BARRON, Secretary. 





R. BLAKE ODGERS, K.C., will deliver 
Four Introductory Lectures on “ Criminal Law”’ in 
Gresham Ovullege, Basinghali-street, E C., at 6 p.m., on May 
19, 20, 21, and 2¥: Lecture I.— Pardon and Punishment. 
Lecture II.—Treason, Felony, and Misdemeanour. 
If{1.—Criminal Act and Criminal Intent. Lecture 1V.—, 
The Law of Persons. Admission Free to Men and Women. 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 


—Particulars letter, 
Hare-court, Temple. devia ste 


ALBIAC, DYER, & CO.—Anyone having 

papers left with above firm, or their predecessors, 

to affairs of late REV. JAMES HODGSON, of 

Bloxham, is requested to icate with Kiacn & 
Ricwarpson, 27, Chancery-lane. 


IMBLEDON COMMON.—Valuable 
FREEHOLD BUILDING SITSS for SALE, on | 
oe ee sy 4 anaane, Caty Boves Lots hog aa | 
uni pa parti a | 
awe Co. (Lap,), 26, Momrgate attest, ee.” hes 


ANDED ESTATES, good Farms, &c.— 
Very considerable Funds Available for securities of 
this t at low rates.—Mr. A. MB, Bavor Fiepine, | 


P.A.8.1., N.D.A., Land Agent, 46, Parliament-street, | 
Harrogate. _ : 


ANTED, at once, £250 to £270 on £300 | 
Property ; 7 . offered.— » x S 
care of Ghatity'a Gegetnmsn clan E.c. rSxhe 4p 


TO SOLICITORS AND LANDOW , 
£20 OVO FUND ready for LOAN on 
. MORTGAGE on First-class AGRI- 
CULTURAL or LANDED ESTATE. Will be divided.— 


Send fall to Maxwett Drarzre & Oo,, Land | 
a Surveyors, 3, Bucklersbury, Cheapside, London 





























Practically a Ground-rent. Pa: 54 per cent, 
MAcuiricent CORNER SHOP’ and 
for 99 years to Messrs, Lyons & Co., the well-known 
Caterers (who have spent very large sums in perma- 
—_ apcorente), + Sine aay Ground- 
clear, safe and re: = a 


invest- |. 





MAPLE 


& CO’S 
FAMOUS 
INLAID LINOLEUMS 


form a 


DURABLE 
HYGIENIC 
ECONOMICAL 


FLOOR COVERING 


OFFICES VESTIBULES 
BOARD 


PUBLIC ROOMS 
LARGEST STOCK IN THE 
WORLD 


Tottenham Court Road London 

















4th August, 1908. 


Tur Governor axp Compaxy or Tue Bawx or Exo ayn 
give notice that they are authorized by the Directors of the 
Ast Inpian Rattway Company to receive 
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May, 1908, £21 10s, per cent, ; 

June, 1904, £30 per cent ; 

July, 1 £40 ; 

- fy full on aud after the 
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before, Tuesday, the 


1908. 
Bay or Exauanp, E,C., 14th May, 1908. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estastisurp 1828), 





The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
80, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 
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Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON, Cigivaee (Nichol 
CHARLES P, JOHNSON, Esq., 


gnone wp tsaM BELL, Esq. 
B (Bewes & Dickinson). 
o. CHOLMELEY 


- CHURCH, fsa. (Church 
E. FAREBROTH 


. GRAHA mi: (Lawrence, Grahai2, 
T HALLOW 3, Esq. 

Dwin Haut, Feq. (Budd, radio 

(Gwynne James & So 

(Lee, Bolton, & Lee), 
(Lowe & Co.,). 


W LEE Esq. 


BERNE AORNEE 
Ea, sien c 


D 
RELL, Esq. (Morrell, Son, & Peel), 
AUDITOR—EDWIN WATERHOUSE, Esq., F.C.A’ 


Eeq. (Frere, ey FS & ) 

(Fladgate & ve ~ 

JAMES FARE: R (formerly of Farrer & Co.). 

& Co, 

Hallowes Carter, & 
& Aart 


RLETON HOLMES, .: (E. Carleton Holmes, Son, & Fell). 
WYNN JAMES, Esq. Bon), 


LLON R. L. LOW , Esq. 
PF mohenee MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan). 


SOCIETY Lr, 


DIRECTORS— 


Patt & Freel 


London, W.C. 





a, ). 
Vice-Chairman (Johnsons, Long, & Raymond-Barker). 


WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq. (Nocton & Sons), 


RONALD rae 
RICHARD P. 


J. 


| 

| 

| 

| 

). 
Ellis). 
| 

| 

} 

| 


WILLIAM JOHN VINE. 
H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


JOINT { 
SECRETARIES 





THOMAS RAWLE, Esq. “(iewis 


. W. RID 
GEORGE L. BTEWA iT, Esq Lee & Pi 
The Right Hon. LORD Sika 


Bir Pg tts ARTHUR WH 
WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead, & Davidsons). 
i TREVOR LL. WILLIAMS, Esq. (formerly of Newman, Paynter, & Co.). 
ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq. (Williams & James). 


= Bird, Collins, yy on .). 
(Pennington 1). 

Johnstone, & Co.). 

sean, & Wigram). 


rvons) . 
ODEN aND CAMPBELL. 


7 5 ~ 


(Rider, 


“4 
.O. (A. & H. White). 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHOR E. C. WHITE. 


This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst it 





enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application. 
The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom. 





SS 





PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO NORWAY 


BY THE 


ORIENT COMPANY’S S.S. ‘ OPHIR,’ 
6,814 Tons Reg , 10,000 H.P. 

Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN, 

LOEN - VISNS, HELLESYLT, 

MEROK, NAS, VIK, and ODDA 

8th & 13 Days’ delightful Cruise for 
22nd Aug. 12 Guineas and upwards. 

Managers: F. GREEN & CO. and ANDERSON, ANDER- 

FON, & CO., —— Offices, Fencburch-avenue, Londcn, 


Fur passage appl to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurc *h-avenue, 
Be or to the West-end Branch Office, £ 8, Cockspur-street, 


A. I. WRIGHT 


(TREADWELL & WRIGHT), 
Legal and General Shorthand Writers and Typlsts, 
BSTABLISHED 1845, 

38, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Shorthand Writer appointed by the Court 
im Public and Private Examinations under the 


Companies Acts. One of the Official Shorthand 
Writers to the Court of Bankruptcy. 


SHORTHAND and TYPEWRITING 
we time, of any kind, in any quantity. 
men sent out for emergencies and arrears. 
Country Orders for Typewriting despatched same night iy 
Telephone No. 4865 Central. 


13th & 
27th June, 


25th July. 











AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 








Estd, 


Phone: 327 Mayfair. 1888. 


Wire: Evanoplis, London. 


W. EVANS &. CO. 
71, GT. PORTLAND ST., 
LONDON, W., 


ALSO AT 


A 287, REGENT STREBT, 
S LONDON, W. 


(a few minutes’ walk from 
the principal West End 
Clubs). 


New and Choice Selec- 
tion of Goods now on view 
s for the Coming Season 
e at strictly Economical 

Prices for Cash. 


DRESS SUITS from § Gans. 
m LOUNCE SUITS ,, 3 ,, 
*“*TRUTH" says: “ Our 


latest discovery in tailoring 
is W, Evans & Co., who can 
actwally fit.” 

The ‘* FIELD"’ says: “ It 
is with cunfidence that we can 
recommend Messrs. W, Hvans 
& Co. The cut is absolutely 
correct,” 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated), 


In-Patient Department, Uxbridge Road, W. 


Offices and Out-Patient Dapratnent, 
LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C 


President: THE EARL OF Sanaa. 
Vice-Presidents } 81 ag STANLE 


EDWARD SABSOON, Br., M.P. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 


This Institution was founded in 1868, and is the only 
specially constructed Skin Hospital in London. Number of 
patients yearly, 8,000 ; number of attendances, 36,000. 


FREE TO THE NECESSITOUS POOR. 
HELP IN DONATIONS AND LEGACIES 
URGENTLY NEEDED. 


Bankers: London and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
St. James’s-square, 8.W 
Secretary-Superintendent: GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 





OOLOGICAL GARDENS.— 

OPEN DAILY from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 

on Sundays, Fellows and Fellows’ Orders only. Mondsys, 
+; Other days, 1s. Children, 6d. 

















EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in 


Interest on Loans may be 


$ H. CLAYTON, Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries 


OUSEHOLD FURNITURE AND 
EFFECTS. — Capital 
Guazien & Sons Auctions at 
beth- street, Seance 
desired. —18, Knightsbrid 
lished 1760. Tel. No 





Landed or Funded Pro- | 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or | 
LOANS granted thereon. 





‘1g, FISHER, 188, Strand. 





